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1 1 HE 
Reverend Dr WELLS, &c. 


8 I 135 | 
Y Po entitled The Scrip- 
ture Doctrine of the Trinity, had 
been publiſhed above a Year 
and half, and nothing came 
out * againſt it but Pam phlets ſet forth by 
ſuch Unintelligible Wii as I thought 
might well be left to the common Senſe even 
of the meaneſt Readers to judge of, with- 
out my interpoſing any further. The Name 
and Character which Dr Wells had acquired 
in the World, by his Writings in ſome 
other Controverſies, and by his Books re- 
lating to other parts of Learning; raiſed 
in me an Expedition of ſomething more 
conſiderable from Him, and lomething 


_— 


* For, as to the Books publithed not againſt my Argu- 
ment, but againſt qe; 1 refer to my latroduction, pag. 24 
Aud 28 | 1 


A - Which 


9 


which might well deſerve more particular 
Notice. ee which Account, though 
your Remarks, when they came out, did 
not anſwer the Opinion I had conceived of 
your Abilities, yet I thought fit to ſend 
you the followirig Obſervations upon them. N 


peg. 1: You begin with this Queſtion : Upon 
| reading cheſe Morde of the Doctor, | viz. that 
he © bad colleffed ALL the Tots that re- 
« late to the Doctrine of the Trinity ” 3 
might not one have Reaſonably expected, that 
the D. had collected the Texts of the OLD 
as well as New Teſtament, relating to the 
ſaid Doctrine? For is not the OLD Tefta- : 
nent a Part of Scripture, as well as the New 2 
pag.. 2 Again; The De ought at leaſt to have given 
. ſome ſatisfaftory Reaſon, why he took not 
the like Notice of the Texts of the Old 
page 3 | Teſtament as of the New, Aglin; It re- 
i mam, incumbent upon him, to give the Pub- 
lick a ſatisfattory Reaſon, why he did not 
collect All the Texts of the Old Teſtament, 
as well as of the New, that relate to the 
| Trinity. Now I did imagine, Sir, when I 
publiſhed my Book, you might eafily have' 
gueſſed what my Rea n was, why I alleged | 
no Texts out of the O14 Teſtament. But, 
| fince I perceive you cannot diſcover it, I 
will for once endeavour to explain it to 
you. ' My Reaſon was, becauſe, though I 
there are indeed 1n the Old Teſtament i in- 
numerable 


Mit — * . 
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<9 


numerable Texts, which contain Prophecies 
concerning the Perſon and Character, the 
Office, Power and Dominion of Chriſt the 
Meſfrah ;, yet there is No Text in the Old 
Teſtament, wherein the Doctrine of the 
Trinity 1s revealed. Tou yourſelf” have al- 
| leged none: Nor have I ſeen. any alleged 
by Others, from whence any Argument 
can be drawn at all concluſive. If you 
think the Word, =»n>s, implies a Pluali 
ty of Perſons; the contrary is evident 
from many Paſſages, wherein you muſt of 
neceſſity allow it can ſignify but One. 
Thus, . P/al. 45 6, 7, Thy Throne, O 
God, T is for ever and euer; 
Tho haſt loved Righteouſneſs ; ap 
GOD, np eren THY GOD ath 
anointed thee, &c. Certainly, neither in 
Solomon, to whom the Jews applied the 
Word [=08] in the firſt Part of this 
Paſſige; neither in the Son of God, to 
a e. the Apoſtle applies it; neither in 
God the Father, to whom it is applied in 
the ſecond Part; can there he ſaid to be a f 
Plurality of Perſons. And as to thoſe Paſ- : 
ſages, wherein Chriſt is repreſented as 2p- 
pearing to the Patriarchs, i uvegs Gi, in the 
Form of God, in the Name and Authority, : 
and with the Power and Clory of bis Father ; 
being ſtiled, at the ſame time, both God — 
and the Angel of GOD, | have already 
— conſidered * and explained them in my 
- EE ©. 


Ca) 


Seripture-Doctrine, Pag. 102, 105, 114, 
and 369. e 


However; becauſe you could not (it 
ſeems) gueſs at This Reaſon of my not ci- 
ting a number of Texts out of the Old 
Teſtament, you kindly ſuggeſt for me Ano- 
es | ther Reaſon : viz. that I underſtood not the 
Original Revelation, or Hebrew and Chaldee 
Languages wherein the Old Teſtament was 
| Orrginally written. Suppoſe now, Sir, 1 
ſhould inſinuate to my Readers, becauſe Tow | 
have offered no Objections againſt my Ex- 
poſition of the ſeveral Texts in the New 
Teſtament, that therefore You underfland 5] 
not the Original Revelation, or the Greek 
Language wherein the New Teſtament was 
Originally written; Would you Think, that, 
in ſuch an Inſinuation, acted the part of | 
a reaſonable Man and a Scholar? And is 
it not in Towſelf a Sign of great Want of 
Arguments relating to the Merits of the 
Cauſe, when you are forced to deſcend to 
ſo mean a Suggeſtion, (concerning One 
who has not the Honour to be perſonally 
known to you,) as that I undertook to al 
lect Al! the Texts concerning à particular 
Subject out of the Whole Scripture, with- 
out ſo much as underſtanding the Lan- 
guages wherein more than One Half of the 
Scripture Was written? What degree of 
knowledge I have in thole Languages, it 
would 


e Be Joe, 


your meaning, and that it was impoſſible 


„ 


would no more become Me to boaſt in this 


place; than it became You to ſuggeſt, (with- 
out knowing any thing of the Matter,) thar 
I had No knowledge in them. Had you 
alleged any particular Texts, as contra- 
dicting (in the True Rendring of the He- 
brew) any thing that I had aſſerted; you 
might have expected I ſhould have taken 
particular Notice of ſuch Texts. But to 
2 general Suggeſtion, that there are in the 


Old Teſtament many Paſſages againſt me; 


can only make a general Reply, that upon 


| the carefulleſt Search I find no ſuch Paſ- 
ages there. 


But the Reaſon (it ſeems) why you al- 


leged no particular Texts, was, becauſe there 


had already come forth a Book, under the preface, 
ſame Title you had deſigned for your Trea- bac. 2. 
tiſe ; (viz. The True Scripture-Doctrine of Preface, 
the Trinity ;] which though but a Part of lc. 1. 


what was deſigned, yet carries in it Alone a 


SUFFICIENT ANSWER to Dr Clarke's 
Book Upon the Sight whereof you rejoiced, 
as on other Accounts, ſo particularly becauſe 
Fou were hereby excuſed from giving your- 


ſelf any Further Trouble, as to what was 


contained in the Body of Di Clarke's Book. 
1 profeſs, Sir, when I firſt read this Paſſage 


of yours, I could hardly perſwade myſelf 
but that I had ſome way or other miſtaken 


De 


Dr elle ſhould commend That Book. But 
ſo' it is: The Book which Dr Wells here 
recommends ſo ſeriouſly, and with a Pro- 
feſſion that he is Nor in the leaſt Aſhamed to 
JO Publickly his Name; is a Book written 
by ſome Roſecrucian Author, turning all 
Religion (though poſſibly not ſo intended 
by the Author himſelf,) into manifeſt Ri- 
dicule. I had thought it a ſhame to take 
any Notice of ſo ſtrange a Writer, and was 
willing to have paſſed him by in Silence: 
But ſince ſo learned a Man as Dr Wells, has 
in earneſt, (if indeed it be in earneſt,) re- 
commended the Book as 4 SUFFICIENT 
ANSW. ER to Di Clarke's Boot; and fince 
thoſe who never ſaw the Book, may po poſſibly 
be induced, upon Dr Woella's Authority, to 
think there may be ſome Argument in it; 
The Reader will pardon me if I give him 
a ſhort Specimen, what Kind of a Writer 
it is, that he finds thus recommended to 
| him. 


— 
— 


Sen. 14; 19, 20. \. Blefſed be Abram ;of the 
e moſt High God, poſſeſſour of Heaven and 
« Earth Aud Bleſſed he the moſt high God. 
_* THUS the Church of r 0 Hol 
« * Trinity, have Mercy upon us 


4 Gen. 21, 33. Hrabam called there on 
I the Name of the Lord, the everlaſting God. 
* Hebrew 


3 
Hebrew is, Z502 x. I take it to ſigni- 
« fy, preached in the Nams. But if the lear- 
« ned will rather have 87D to ſignify, cal- 
« ling upon, that is, praying to; THEN it will 
3 follow, that they worſhipped the Trinity 
« in the Name of the Mediatour, OR th 
Father in the Name of the Son. — 


« His being the Word or Son of God, does pag. 62. 
not take away from his being THAT 
very God, whoſe Word or Son he is. 


200 Gen. 5 2, — 41 0 er unto the Lord, pe 69 
„ 3 10 5 

* Note; The Holy Ghoft SEEMS to have 
e been adored HERE, as One with the Fa- 
ther and the Son. | 


* Gen. 24, 26. Bowed his Head, and wor- pag. 76. 
** ſhipped the Lord, and ſaid ;, Bleſſed be the 
Lord God of my Maſter Abraham. ; 

* Note; This SEEMS to have been an 
Act of Worſhip to the whole Trinity, by the 
Mediation of the Son. FOR it feems to 
have been the Shir it, that firit moved Abra- 
ham to leave his Country; And it was the 
Son who appeared to him; — And it ſeems | 
to have been the Father who is faid to have 
* Sworn to him. Now SINCE Abraham 
was juſtified by Faith in Chrilt, and 
« SINCE This Faith teaches us to addrefy 
* the Deity as Three in One by the Media- 
tour; it cannot be thought unreaſonable to 
aſſert This. 
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Cain was rejected, becauſe he had not 
the Faith which made Abel accepted. 


It is certain he did not offer to the 8 
For had he believed Three Perſons, 


MUST alſo have believed that the — 
would one day become Man, and atone for 
bis Sins; AN D have been l by 
That Faith, as well as Abel, 


Gen. 28, 21. The Lord ſhall be my y God. 


2 The Trinity i in W 5 by the Mediati- 
on of the Son. : 


© Rev. 1, 8. Which is and which was and 
which is to come. The Greek is, 6 6» b 5v 


% 6 fey O.; Which may be thus rendred, 


lle Ens tam qui fuit quam qui erit, The ls. 1 
ing both which was and which will be. 


« Toh. 1 17; 18, 19. As 1855 bat Sent me. 
into the World, even for their na 


[ ſanctify myſelf. 


bat is; SEND myſelf. 


_ © I would here propoſe to the Learned. 


cc 
ce 
00 
cc 


(e 


© whether we may not take the words, HOLT | 


FATHER, in the Prayer of our Saviour, 


Joh. 17, 11, to be ſpoken to the Deity in | | 


the Perion of the HOLT GHOST, as 
well as of the FATHER. Ihe words 


S ſeem * of This Paraphraſe: Q one D, 
| | ( * | 


K 
mY 


(it ) 


4 Þeep Thou in thine own Name or Power IN 


« THE PER3ON OF THE HOLT 
« GHOST, thoſe whom Thou, in the PE R- 
« NOE THE FATHER, haſt gi- 
& ver Ne the SON of Thee O FATHER, 
and of Thee O HOLT SPIRIT. 


« Tf. we render with the 70 and vulgar Pag. 106. 
oy Verſion, Pſ. 24, 7, O ye Princes, lift up your 


Gates, (or Portcullices which were drawn 

= © up;) One may rationally conclude, that 

= © during our LOR D's continuance upon 
Earth, the Celeſtial Government was 7 

= © Commiſton, and managed by Angels; who 


« were FHUS taught to know his Perſon 


. 8 48 l 12 being the ſa me Jehovah who laid 50 


« down That Shecinah, and now is in our 


Nature. | | 


6 Job 1 2, 12. Vith the Aut ĩent, 8 Wiſdom ; pag. 135. 
« [and in length of days, Underſtanding. | 
% Heb. With the ANTIENTS i" VIS. 


DOM That is, Vith the Father and Son, 


* 7s the Holy Spirit. Note here, the Unty of 
« the Nature of the Three Perſons, proving the 
* Exiftence of the Son to be without dividing the 


| © Nature, as calling both the Father and Son by 
* the ſame Name AN TIENTS. | 


— 


“ Job 31; 1, 2. Why then ſhonld 1 look up- pag. 139. 
% 6h a Maid © | . 
For what portion of God is there, &c. 

* ] render, as in the Heb Ard what fhould 


4 I confider in the V. gi, even what is the Part 


B 2 „„ 


Page 144 · 


pag. 149. 


bid. 


te 
44 
ec 


8 22 Heb. 1 V the Antients is N ifdom : That is, 


< is ſaid to be, IN the Antients, not OUT 


„ ſhipped, and CONSEQUENTLY the 


7 1 2 8 | : : | 
8 * of God Cc. It is DIFFICULT to put any 
* other conſtruction on the Words than This, 


which ſhew Job's humble Faith, without cu 


tion of God the Son, who was the Almigh- | 
ty, born of a Virgin, by the Power of the | 1 5 
15 Higheſt, that is, the Holy Ghoſt. | 


Job 12, 12. With the Antients is Wiſdom. | | 


« I the Father and the Son is the Holy Ghoſt. | 
Note; The Originating of the Spirit ol 
God, is here declared to be a diſtinction in 
Perſon, but not a diviſion in Nature. He 


OF the Antients ; ; that i is, One with them 
in Nature, 


Job x, 24. The Name of the Lond, 9 
« Heb. The Nam? Fehovab : That is, the 
Son of God, in whom the Trinity is wor- 


Notice thereof is e in This Erl 
ſion. 


* Job 11, „ * Canft thou by frarchin * out] 1 


* The Oeconomy of our Salvation (as it 


* appears from other places) was known at 


_ * this Time; And THEN we may ſafel) 


* take the Title, GOD, in Thus place, foil 
the Holy Trinity. 


« raiſe 


rious ſearching into the myſterious Incarna- - 


* 


ce what Worſhip was in His days paid to the 
„Holy Trinity. 1 | 
Job 1, 21. Bleſſed be the Name of the 
* LURDAT. 
11, 13. Stretch out thine Hands towards 
HIM. ” 
*« 15, 3. Callth upon GOD. 
« 15, 20. Mine Eye poureth out Tears to 
%s . 1 | 
e 22, 23. Lift up thy Foce to GOD. 
« 33. 29. All theſe things worketh GOD 
«OFTENTIMES, Feb. is, God in 
three Proceedings, in, with, or by the Mighty 
te | 


Ahe Penitent Believer is pardoned by pag. 180. 
| % God the Father as of RIGHT, though 
the «< This Right is obtained by the Free Grace of 


or * * God the Son. So that, though we are 
the} REE LI pardoned, yet this Pardon to 


rel © the Penitent is DUE. 


* It jeems then, in this Author's Syſtem of Divinity, there 
is na Free Grace at all, of God the Father. 1 


n 


is And Now, is not This indeed a Worthy 
fell Anſwerer, as Dr Wells ſtiles him, pag. 24 of 
fold His Preface ? And was it not very reafona- 
= bly to be expected, that I ſhould have writ- 
ten a Book in Reply to ſo Worthy an Au- 

1 ” thor ? 


« Paſſages in Fob, in which is declared pa 150. 


is 
i 
i 
9 
4 
2 


Pref. pag. 


(14) 


thor: ? Indeed, I ſhould Now have heen 

much aſhamed to have tranſcrihed ſuch 
5 Bel, i/þ (not to ſay profane) Stuff, had not 
ſo conſiderable a Man as D. Wells has been 
thought to be, ſoberly affirmed that i car- 
ries in it Alone a SUFFICIENT ANSWER 
to Dr Clarke's Book - Upon the Sight where- 


of he rejoiced, as on Other Accomts, fo par- 
ticularly becauſe he was hereby excuſed from 


giving himſelf any further Trouble, ar to 


what was contained in the Body of Dr 
Clarke's Book. 


What you hy down, 10K 6 and 7, con- 
cerning the Uſe of Reaſon \ in reading the 
Scriptures, is very True, but proves no- 


thing againſt Me. Por, the Inference vou 
draw, vis. that Rea 9 "dived Men to uſe 
the Aſſiſtince of the Primitive Fathers in 


underſtinding the Scripture, is what I rea- 
aily allow; and I add, that it directs them 


likewiſe, Accor Jing to the beſt of their Ca- 
pacities, to uſe the Aſſiſtance of Modern 
Commentators, and other Learned Divines. 
But if you mean that the Primitive Fa- 


thers have any Authority to determine Mens 


Judgment concerning the Senſe of Scrip- 4 


ture, any further than the Reaſons they al- 
lege, convince Men that ſuch or ſuch an 


way 
Interpretation 1s indecd the True Meaning 


of the Text; this I can hy no means aſſent 


to. And, ſuppoſing their Authority to be 
what 


( 15 > 


what you pleaſe ; yet that their Judgment 


is againſt Me in the preſent Controverly, as 
you moſt unreaſonably Suppoſe without any 


Proof throughout your whole Book, and as 
gan unlearned Reader mult ngeds, by your 
frequent 3nd poſitive repeating of! it, be led 
to imagine; this (though you muſt take 
notice it is no part of the Queſtion,) is 
what I abſolutely deny. Concerning which 
. matter, I ſhall have occaſion preſent] to 


peak more particularly. 


wo affirm, that 2 Supernatural Truth pag. S. 


Way not be ſo clearly Revealed in Scripture, 
Ws 0 leave no room for djubting What is 


rhe true Senſe 7 dig, concerning it: 
amely, becauſe Divine Providence may have 


Provided ſuch 8 Helps, as Reaſon (if 
Wy attended to, and its Dictates not over- 
Wd þ by Prejudice or the like, ) will tell us 


re Proper and Sufncient to determine the 


ue Senſe of Scripture in the point contro. 


ertecl. And, (page 13, that the Scrip- 
ure is not in itſelf '[o clear as to the Doctrine 
pf the Trinity, but ta require the Taking in 
bf external Helps, 2 decide the True Senſe | 
„ 

That the Beſt Aſſiſtances (pag. 13) are 
4 be procured from thoſe Antient Writers 
pat lived in the Firſt Ages of Chriſtiamty, 
bat is, before. or at = Council of Nice : 
L tat he ee ans of the Antient Writers 


the 


| 
| 


' 
| 
| 
| 
[ 


1 1 
(pag. 18) wueſt in reaſon be acknowledged i 
zo be the Beſt PROOFS, that Texts are 
really Proofs of” what they are _ to 
prove; And whoſoever e to admit of 
the Teſtimonies of the Antient Writers, as 
the Beſt Proofs in deciding the True Senſe 5 I 
Scripture ;, does in eſtect take upon bimſelf 
alone to decide the ſame by à bare Teſt: 
Meipſo : That there is 2 rational Expedient 
(pag. 21) preferved by the good Providence 
5 God, namely by Referring the Cauſe to be 
Decided by the Teſtimony of the Primitive 
Church, that is, by the Concurrent Teſtimony 
of thoſe Antient Writers that lived in the 
Three firſt Apes of” Chriſtianity « 'Fhat 2 : 
Mans Beft Underſtanding (pag. 25) will and 
muſt in this caſe Always neceſfitate him to 
believe That to be the Doctrine of Chriſt, 
which he finds confirmed by the joint Teſti 
monial Authority of the Ane Writers off 
the Primitive Church That the want off 
 Reconrſe being had by Divines (pag. 58) t 
_ the ſaid Antient Writers, and of juſt Defe- 
rence to their Teftimonies, is a thing very d 
ferufive of Religion, and the Cauſe of almo 
all diviſions among Chriftians : And that 8 
af (pag. 65) without having due regard ui 
the Primitive Writers, is no other than 
Men to lean to their Own Underſtanding. | 
That tbe Antient Writers (pag. 14) ar 
of the greateſt Authority; That Afen a 
obliged, at their utmoſt Peril, to have nf © 
; | Con 


C320 


= zient Writers, as of the Greateſt Authority 
= for deciding the True Senſe of Scripture ;, 
= And that if the Antient Writers (pag. 43) 
be really of No Authority, what need Dr 
Clarke trouble himſelf” in the leaſt, whether 
= they were, or were nit, of his Opinion ? 

= Now to all This, Ianſwer; _ 


particular Doctrine, like the Heathen pre- 


i tended Oracles of old, only One ſingle ob- 


= [cure Sentence ;, it might indeed with ſome 
Colour of Reaſon have been alleged, that 
for the right underſtanding of it, it were 
neceſſary to depend on Other following 
Authorities. But the cafe of the Scripture- 
co Revelation, is far otherwiſe. Our Saviours 
own: Diſcourſes are here ſet down ar large, 
in no leſs thin Four different Goſpels +. The 
Doctrine his Diſciples preached afterwards, 
Ws recorded diſtintiy more than once, in the 
Ae of the Apoſtles: And the Controverſies 
What aroſe in their own times, gave occaſion 
Wurth-r for very large and particular Ex- 
cations of that whole Doctrine, in their 
Weveral Epi//les. There are contained in 
the New Teſtiment twenty-ſeven ſeveral 
Books, written at different Times and in 
ifferent Places by eight ſeveral inſpired Au- 
bor And the Texts of each Author may, 


) ar | x 
n cafe of difficulty, be compared with other 


eourſe to the Teſtimonies of the foreſaid Au. 


1. Were the Scripture-Revelation of any 


Lets of the ſame Author in other parts ot 
36 550 3 { the 


44A 8 . 8 
the ſame Book, and with other Texts of the 4 
ſame Author in different Books written up- 
on other occaſions, and moreover. with the 
Texts of other inſpired Authors writing like- 3 
wiſe upon the ſame Subject. And can it A 
enter into the Heart of any reaſonable Man ; 
to imagine, that after all this, any doctrine 5 
of importance ſhould not in ſuch 4 revelz. 2 
tion, in ſuch large, ſuch explicit, ſuch re- 
peated inſtructions, be made known as filly, 1 
as clearly and diſtin&tly, as the Revealer of 
it intended it ſhould be known at all? The 
Writings of any uninſpired Author are uſual 
ly well enough underſtood, by impartial 
Perſons comparing one place of his Writing 
with another, and conſidering without pre. 
judice what 1s the Deſign of the Author ini 
the reſult of the whole: And is the Seri 5 
ture aloite ſuch a Book, as, in doctrines of 
great importance, and mentioned in almotif 
every Page of the Book, nevertheleſs by the 
moſt diligent Study and by the moſt care. 
ful comparing of the ſeveral Texts one, 
with another, and interpreting the feurall, 
tive expreſiions by the plain ones, cannot, 
at laſt be underſtood without ſome New Au ; 
thoritative Explication £ For inſtance : 3 2 
to the doctrine of the Trinity in particular 
Are there in the New 'Teſtument more thay 1 5 
5 O ſeveral Texts, from whence the Tru 27 
underſtanding of that doctrine is to ba : 
fetched; and call not a reaſonable and un 
prejudice 


= ie 

pre judiced Man, by carefully comparing to- 
0 gether thole 500 Texts, be inabled to un- 
P- WM derſtand ſo much of that doctrine, as was 
intended to be revealed to him in That 
Book ? That is; ſhall he not underſtind ſo 
mich of the doctrine, as properly concerns 
Religion; though he underſtand not the 
ne netaphyſical or philoſophical part, which 
was never intended to be revealed? Unde- 
Iniably, if in ſuch a Caſe the Scripture could 
not be ſufficiently underſtood by ſuch dili- 
gent Study and Attention, (as you con- 
Iſtantly ſuppoſe it can not;) it would ne- 
eſſarily follow from This opinion of yours, 
that the Scripture, (being, even in matters 
Jyf great importance, more difficult to be 
underſtood than any other Book in the 
World,) ought by all means to be taken 
rom the people, and the more clear and 
rertain Interpretations put in its place: 
Noll. hich is the very Eſſence of Popery. Yes; 
Put (you will ſay) there was a Good Reaſon 
why a Supernatural Truth might be re- 
ealed but obſcurely in Scripture; vis. 


rape cane Divine Providence may have provided bat: 9: 


ich EXTERNAL HELPS, as Reaſon 
if duly attended to, and its Dictates not 
er-ruled by Prejudice or the like,) will tel! 
are Proper and Sufficient to Determine the 
Vue Senſe of Scripture in the point contro- 
cried ; and becauſe there is a rational bag. al. 
W-1PEDIENT. preſerved by the good 

= G21 | 


Proviy 


PR 


Providence of God, namely by REFER- | 
RING the Cauſe to be Decided by the Tefti- 
mony of the Primitive Church, And is not 
This a tine Circle; to ſuppoſe Providence 
has in Scripture given us a Revelation of a 
particular Doctrine in more than 500 Texts, i 
only in order to Refer the Cauſe to be de- 
cided by certain following uninſpired Wri- 
ters? to ſuppoſe that God ſhould appoint 
Infallible Writers, merely to Refer a Cauſe 
to be decided by Fallible ones? that is, that 
the Scripture ſhould be written, not to be 
appealed to, but to be appealed from, in mat- 
ters of Controverſy ? Is not the Scripture, 8 
in This way of arguing, a fine Rule of 
Faith; and the Proteſtant Religion built 
upon a noble Foundation? Suppoſe a Pa- 
Piiſt ſhould affirm, (as Thoſe of That Com- 
munion have often done,) that Tranſub- 
ſtantiation, and the obligation of paying 
Mediatorial Worſhip to the Bleſſed Virgin andi 
ro Saints and Angels, is very obſcure in 
Scripture, on Purpoſe that the Cauſe might 
be Referred to be decided by the Primitive 
Fathers of the Church; Muſt a Proteſtant 
firſt be obliged to peruſe the Writings off 
all theſe Fathers, before he can return ſuch} 
a perſon an Anſwer ? and ſhall it not be 
ſufficient for lt1m to reply, that he is Sure 
he finds not theſe things in Scripture, ande 


ther fore they are not at all the Commands 
of God revealed to him in that Book Il * 


i: 


ture cannot be underſtood, unleſs the 


Well; But ſuppoſing the Cauſe was refer. 
red from Scripture, to be decided by the 
Fathers : Are we hereby ever the nearer ? 
Are the Fathers more eaſy to be underſtood, 
than the Scripture 2 or do they fo certainly 


and infallibly agree among Themſelves, as the 
Books of the inſpired Writers do? Shall 


five Inmdred Texts not be enough to inform 
a Man ſufficiently concerning a dodrine of 
Truth, and fhall he be able to find it with, 
more Certainty in the Fathers? If the "_ 

A- 
thers interpret it to him; who ſhall in the 


next place interpret to him 7 hat Interpreta- 


tion? and who ſhall explain to him the 


= True Meaning of the Fathers, and reconcile 
to him all their ſeeming and real differences 2 
For, learned Men, (you know,) of All opi- 
nions, and in Al Churches, have always 
& claimed to themſelves the Authority of the 
Fathers: And the Authority of One Father 
has in moſt Controverſies been confidently 


cited againſt Himſelf, and againſt the Au- 
thority of Others in the ſame Age, and a- 


gainſt the Authority of Others in different 


Ages. For though, generally ſpeaking, the 
Meaning of any one Father, in like man- 


ner as the Meahing of Scripture itſelf and 


of all other Books whatſoever, is in the 
whole intelligible enough to perſons unpre- 
judiced and not engaged in Controverſy ; 
yet to Men concerned in any Diſputes, tlie 


Fathers 


CI 


. Fathers are "(when compared together) at 
4 Jeaſt as difficult, (I think, much more dif- 
| ficult) to be underſtood, than Scripture ; 
and have much more need of ſome Infallible 
Fudge, to interpret their Meaning and to 
reconcile their different manners of Expreſ- 
fion. What Petavius and other learned 
Writers, both Popiſh and Proteſtant, have 
publiſhed upon this Subject; is a moſt un- 
deniable Demonſtration of This Truth. - 
2. Nevertheleſs, though I think it thus 
the moſt evident of all controverted Points, 
and indeed the Sole Foundation of the Pro- 
teſtant Religion, that the Scripture is the 
Whole and Only Rule of Truth in matters of 
divine Revelation; and that All neceſſarx 
and important Doctrines therein contained, 
may be well and ſufficiently underſtood, by 1 
carefully comparing together the ſeveral 4 
Texts that relate to Such Doctrine: Let, 
@s it is neceſſary, in order to ſuch a com- 
paring of Texts, that a Man underſtand 
the Language wherein the Texts were writ- 
ten, (or elſe that he be well aſſured of the 
Fidelity of the Tranſlation, concerning which 
matter I ſhall have occaſion preſently to add | 
ſomething further :) And as, in order to | 
his rightly underſtanding the particular | 
Phraſes and Idioms of that Language, it 1s 
very s dviſable that he conſult the Com- 
mentaries of Learned Divines, and conſider | 
the Reaſons they offer for and againſt ſuch if 
| and 
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thority : Not a Power of obliging any Man 


cad; 


; 1 ſuch Rendrings of LOFT Phraſes 1 


So, concerning the Antient Fathers likewiſe, 
I agree it to be extremely adviſable, that as 
Many as have Abilities, ſhould conſult 
Them allo, and take in all the Aſſiſtance 
they can from Their Writings, % learning 
from them the Antient Uſe of Phraſes in 
the Language they wrote in, by finding the 
Opinions that prevailed in the ſeveral Times 
and Churches wherein they lived, and b oP 


= conſidering carefully the Reaſons. they A 


lege, why particular Texts were in Their 


days underſtood in ſuch or ſuch particular 
= Senſes. 


But now All This is not (in 2 oprie- 


BB; of Speech) aſcribing any AUTHORITY 

to them. There is indeed a Senſe of the 
= word, Authority; in which it may rightly. 
= be ſaid, that the Primitive Writers are of 
= Great Authority. The Opinion or Judg- 
ment of every Learned Man, carries with 
it an Authority; not to oblige Me to be of 


His opinion becauſe it is His, (for This is 
peculiar to Inſpired Writers only z) but it 


coughtt to carry with it ſuch Weight, as to 
& oblige me to conſider carefully the Reaſons 


which moved Him, and which He alleges 
in order to move Me likewiſe, to be of 
That Opinion. Now in like manner as 


| Great Learning, fo Great Antiquity alſo 


carries with it in This Senſe a fort of Au- 


to 


3 


Pag. 
Paz. 


pag. 


9. 


own Time, compared with what has at the 


had the ſame Advantages, ought to have itz 


marks, you either yourſelf uſe the word, Au- 
 thority, in Another Senſe; or, at leaſt, j 
| (confidering how much, and to how Fatal | 
a purpoſe, this word has conſtantly been | 


means been careful to prevent your unlear- 


wrong and moſt pernicious Senſe: of the 


Teſtimonies of the foreſuid Antient Writers, 


for deciding the True Senſe of Scripture ; and | 


18. that their Teſtimonies muſt, in reaſon be àc- 


. brought to prove; and that the 9 | 


a. — 
to give his Aſſent implicitly ; but only a 
Power of ſo far influencing a Man's Opini- 
on, as the Author's Skill in his own and 
the Scripture-language, and his better Know- 
lege of the Facts which happened near his 


ſame time been ſaid by Other Writers who 


juſt Weight among Other conſiderations, in p 
determining the Judgment of a reafonable | 
and unprejudiced Man. But, in your Re- | 


abuſed by the Writers of the Romiſh i 
Church, al moſt to the Total deſtruction of 
Chriſtian Knowledge,) you have by no 


ned Reader from being miſ-led into a very 


word. For when you affirm, that poſſibly 
a ſupernatural Truth may not be ſo clearly} 
revealed in Scripture, but Men are obliged "I 
at their utmoſt peril to have recourſe to the | 


as of the GREATEST AUTHORITT| | 


knowledged to be the Beſt PROOFS that . 
Texts are really Proofs of what they anni 


„ 


© 2EFERRED 
= mony of the Primitive Church ; ſome of 


/ 


te} 


to be decided by the Teſti- 


= hich converſed with the Apoſtles e age. 
and ſo cannot be reaſonably ſuppoſed but to 
5 my INFALLI FL Y 8 True 
W Senſe of Scripture, and CO NSE QU ENT. 
= LT to have Delivered the ſame, both in 
their Own Writings, and ts Thoſe with 
= whom they converſed: By which means, thoſe 
that lived in che THIRD Ape may likewiſe 
be reaſonably ſuppoſed to have had obportu- 
W nity ſufficient to know CERTAINLY the 
true Senſe of Scripture, either by peruſing 
= the Writings of many ſuch as had converſed 
with the Apoſtles themſelves or their immedi- 
ate Succeſſors, or elſe by Converling with 


many ſuch as had Converſed with the imme- 


date Succeſſors of the Apoſiles > What is 
his, but affirming that Uninſpired Writers 
W which followed after, were, by the Help 
of I know not what Tradition, able to ex- 
preſs a doctrine of Chriſt more clearly and 
ntelligibly, more properly and wiſely, than 
the Inſpired Writers themſelves were able to 


do, even in more than 500 Texts that re- 


late to That Doctrine? „ 
4. But after All, let the Authority of the 


Primitive Fathers be what it will, and even 
as Great as you yourlelf ſuppoſe iti; yet it 


will be nothing at all to Tour purpoſe. For 
though you confidently affirm, that I re- pag. 36. 
Jett the Catholick Doctrine of the Primitive 


D Church, 


— " —— — OR ECON —— — erent 


preſsly declare, pag. 13 and 21 :) that 1 


7 428. 41. 


bas. 43. 


18 45.  follmws that my Scripture-dofrine of the Tri- N 


gine, from your Manner of writing, that 


you alleged the Te ſbimonies of Any of tho 


ters; and that the True Scripturendoctrine 


Catholick Church, is eppofite to Dr Clarke's 


(26) 
Church: (meaning by the Primitive Church, | 
That of rhe Three firſt Ages, as you ex- 


am nor to be convinced of my Errors by the | 
Teſtimony of the Antient Writers; that my || 
Notions are inconſiſtent with the einen. 
of the Antient Writers ;, that it nece 2 


nity is FALSELY ſo called, as being in- 7 
eontRent with the dofirine of the Trimty re. A 
ive ond maintained by the Antient Wri-| g 


of the Trinity, as nuderſiood by the Primitive > 
Scripture-dottrine of the Trimty falſel ly 1 2 
called ; and always take this for Granted 
in all your Arguments through your whole 2 

0 ok: Yer the Reader mult know, that All 
This is me rely extravagant Confi: dence. with-l I 
out any Foundation and without any Co. 
lour 0b Truth. An innocent uolearnell 
Reader indeed, muſt needs be led to ima! 


it was Witnout all queſtion a yielded and 
uncontroverted point, that every One of 

the Fathers in the whole Three firſt Cen! 
turies-did e unanimouſty, and in 
moſt conſtant and uniform manner, contra 
dict my Notion and confirm Jon's. Buß 
have you, for This, brought any the leaf 
Shadow or Appenran ce of Proof ? Hari 


Primitig 


; EY 
primitive Fathers > On the contrary, have 
not I cited out of them Mineronis moſt ex- 
preſi and poſitive Teſtimonies in favour of 
hat! advanced? and made it appear by 
beir own plain and nndeniable words, that 
3 ai generally interpreted the Texts of the 
FP | ew Teſtament in the very ſame manner 
ZE: I did 2 Have You, or the Other Perſon 
ou refer to as a Sufficient Anſwerer, offcr- 
Ed any thing at all to invalidate theſe Cita- 
„ions of mine? or fo much as attempted to 
ive your Readers Any Reaſon to believe, 
hat Thoſe Fathers underſtood the Texts 
;@therwiſe than I do? Now therefore either 
Whcſe: Fathers were conſiſtent Writers, and 
Wntirely agreeing both with Themſelves 
Ind with each Other; or they were not. 
= they were, (as your Diſcourſe every 
Where ſuppoſes 5) then it was incumbent 
pon you in Juſtice, before you concluded 
ainſt me, to have reconciled All my Ci- 
tions out of them to your own Notion, 
Ind to have ſhown that thoſe Citations aid 
Mor neceſſarily infer what I deduced from 
em; (which I am perſwaded the Wit of 
En cannot do, and the molt learned both 

f Proteſtant and Popiſh Writers have free- 
” acknowleged that *tis impoſſible to do it:) 


"4 ut if the Fathers were not conſiſtent Wri- 
leafs ; then, though you hold allege ſome 
1118 pole paſliges out of them in Favour of 
tho Notion, (as I have cited very Many 
nt" D 2 OY. from 


(38). 


from them moſt fully expreſſive 15 nine, 
we - yet That will not by any means make good 
| | your Aſſertion. That which ſeems to Me 
„ the fair Truth of the cafe, (and of which 
every Reader that has Ability and a Doeſire 
to know the fall State of this matter, wulf s 


1 


with 4 ſingle Citations collected po 
s on One ſide,) is This: that the generalinf 
of the Writers before the Council of Niel 
were in the whole clearly on my ſide 
though ſome particular piſſages may ball 
picked out of them, which will ſeem ti 
look the contrary way : and that the zen 4 
rality of Writers after the Time of t 
Council, were in the main againſt m 
yet ſo, as that out of Them, (eſpeclally 
their Interpretation of Texts of Scripturi 
relating to this Controverſy,) as many ol 
1 more paſſages in proportion may be al leg 
f For me, than out of the antienter Write 
can be brought againſt me. And if yo 
pleaſe to look into the Learned Dr Ci 
worth's Intellectual Syſtem, from pag. 6 
79 pag. 612, You will find'he has 1 
and undeniab! y proved, that the Noti 
the Nicene Fathers themfelves profeſſed, u 
| | entirely different from and inconfiſtent wi 
1 Yours : As I ihall prefently have occali 
| co thow more particularly. Thus, you ill 
the Reaſon why 1 allowed not : the Pri: 
„ 5 1 


TRA EEE - — 2 
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: (29) 

tive Fathers to have properly any Aut hori- 
ty in matters of Faith, was not (2s you 
moſt unjuſtly and unreaſonably would have 
your Reader take for granted,) that I knew 
them to be againſt me ; but on the con- 
trary, becauſe, though I knew (and proved 
it alſo by Numerous Citations) that they 
were generally for me, yet, in fairneſs of 
Argument, I reſolved to lay no Streſs upon 
them, becauſe I would preſerve entire to 
the Scripture, its being the Whole and Only 
Eule of Truth in matters of Revelation: 
Which is the Sole Foundation, upon which 
the Proteſtant Religion can poſſibly pretend 
to be maintained. Where now 1s the Con- 
ſcience and Juſtice of affirming, as you do, 
pag. 24, that Dr Clarke ſuppoſes a Man 
may, by the external Authority of the Primi- 
tive Church, or FOINT TESTIMONT 
1 the Antient Writers of the Firſt Ages, be 

ound to believe any thing to be the doctrine 
of Chriſt, which ar the ſame time his Beſt 
Underſtanding neceſſitates him to believe ts 
Not that Doctrine? When a Man writes in 
a Heat for what he is pleaſed in his own 
Fancy to call Or:bodoxy, is it reaſonable 
that he thould thereby preſently be diſchar- 
ged from having any ſober Regard to Truth 
and Right? Yet here again I muſt defire 
the Reader always to remember, that this 
Whole Debate concerning the Opinion of 
the Fathers, is Ode the main Queſtion: And 
55 3 WTCC 
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(30) 
were it as 8 True, as it is a manifeſt 
andnotorious Miſtake, that the Primitive Fa- 


thers were 1nanimouſly of Your Opinion, yet 
it would avail nothing towards gaining your 


Point. For, I fay again, the Scripture i 


Only is, in matters of divine Revelation, 
the Rule of Truth. 


You affirm (pag. 16 9 that! . ſands 
of the moſt Crebrared Biſhops and even 
Martyrs of the PRIMITIVE Church, 


with endeavouring to prove ſomething not 


very conſiſtent with what they elſewhere 


aſſert: That I charge the Governours of the 


PRIMITIVE Church (pag. 53, 54, 56,) 
with growing Minute in determining Unne- 
ceſſary Controverſies, with being Uncharita- 
ble in their Cenſures, and with departing 
from the Fountain of Catholick Unity : And 
¶ pag. 40, ) that as the Dr charges THEM 
with Not always ſpeaking very conſiſtently ; 
ſo in the ſame page he charges THEM 
«with frequently going about to affirm, and 
dindeavouring to prove, ſomething not very 
conſiſtent with what they could not elſewhere 
Forbear expreſſing clearly and diſtinctly; and 
Jikewiſe he repreſents THEM, as lying un- 


"der the ſtrongeſt and moſt ſettled Prejudices. 


Now This, though of no great moment to 
the Merits of the Cauſe, yet deſerves to be 
taken notice of, that your own Conſcience 


may reprove you for Careleſs vſs at leaſt. 
F or. 5 
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For, Who (I beſeech you) does that word, 
ETHEM, refer to? Does it not, in each 
part of hour Sentence, mean neceſſarily the 


carefully diſtinguiſhed the Writers hefore 
the Council of Nice, (to whom you your 
ſelf alſo confine the word Primitive,) from 
choſe who wrote after it; And what I ſaid 
about Prejudrces, is there expreſsly applied 
to the Later Writers only, in contradiſtin- 
aion to the Earlier ones: And when I had 
aid, many Antient Writers expreſſed my No- 
ion clearly and diftinfily, even FRE 
WOUENTLY oben at the ſame time they 
W-were about to affirm, and indeavouring to 
oove, ſomething not very conſiſtent with it; 
WI diſtinctly explained my Meaning after the 
following manner, in the very next words; 
e greateſt part of the Writers Be fore and 
At the time of the Council of Nice, were 
I think) Really of That Opinion, (though 
bey do not always ſpeak very clearly and 
onſiſtently,) which I have indeauoured to 
% forth in thoſe Propoſitions ;, But as to 
We Writers After that Time, the Reader 
nit not wonder if Many Paſſages not con- 
W//ient with Cnay, perhaps contrary to) thoſe 
which are here cited, ſhall by Any One be al- 
Leged out of the ſame Authors; For I do not 
cite places out of THESE [| theſe Later} 


Authors, ſo much to ſhow what was the Opinion 


ebe Writers themſelves, as to ſhow haw na- 


 turaliy 


ſame Perſons ? But in my Introduction I bag. 18. 


1 beg. 7. 


turally Truth ſometimes prevails by its orem na. 
tive clearneſs and evidence, even againſt the 


table in their Cenſures, and departing from 
the Fountain of Catholic Unity, the Apoſto-i8 


primitive period of Three Centuries; thougll 


ſure, begin ſooner; (as appears from th 


cell unto Fables. 


as to fy, that be muit of nece//ity at | 


C28) 


ftrongeit and moit ſettled Prejudices ; | That 
is; how Men are frequently compelled to 
acknowledge ſuch Premiſes to be true, as 
neceſſarily infer a Concluſion contrary to 
what they intend to eſtabliſh] And what 
I faid about Mens being Minute in determi-| 
ning unneceſſary Controverſies, and impoſing 
things much harder to be underſtood than th 
Scripture itſelf, and becoming more unchari 


. > | . Tx 
lical Form of Sound Words ; was likewik 4 
plainly meant of thoſe who lived After youlſ 


theſe Corruptions did indeed, in ſome mer 


Practiſe of Valentimis, Montamis, Tertullia 
and others ;) and This evil Spirit, like al 


others, grew up by Degrees According ll 


that Prophecy of St. Paul, 2 Tim. 4, i 
The Time will come, when they will not on 
dure ſound Doctrine, but——ſhall turn aw 
their ears from the Truth, and ſhall be turd 


Your Obſervation, (pag. 27,,) that n 
affirming « Man muit of neceſſity at lat uf 
derſtand with his OW N Underſtanding . 
not ANOTHERS, is the fame in eff 


6 


Wome? to a right Underſtanding of any thing, 
OLELYT by bs OW N Underſtanding, 
W-icbout the HEL PF any OTHERS, 
s beneath the Gravity of a ſerious Writer. 
For though you are pleaſed to play with 
Ihe words, and amuſe your Reader for two 
r three pages; yet you well knew, my 
leaning was not, that the Means whereby pag. 25, 
Man comes to a right underſtanding x4 4 
hing, is Solely by his Own Underſtanding, 
it hout the Help of any Other's Underſtand- 
; but that, after he has procured from 
Others all the Help he can, his Judgment 
nuſt finally be determined by the Reaſon 
the thing itſelf, and not by the Opinion 
e bas conceived of the Ability or Honeſty of 
e Perſons, the Help of whoſe Reaſons he 
ks uſe of. For example: In order to 
nderſtand rightly the Meaning of any 
Next or Texts of Scripture, my judgment 
uit finally be determined, not by any 
Wpinion I inay have conceived of the Abili- 
and Honeſiy of fiich and ſuch Fathers or 
Wormentators, (which is what Tor would 
ae, upon a wonderful groundleſs Imagi- 
Wation of the Fathers being on your fide ;) 
Nut it muſt be determined by what appears 
Me to be tbe Signification of” the Words 
We /clves, after I have ſerioully conſider d 
e Text, and compared it with other 
exts, and with what as many either An- 
ent Fathers, or Modern Commentators, 
. or 
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or Living Teachers have ſaid upon it, as 1 
happen to have Ability and Opportunity d a 2 
confulting. I 


But here follows, you think, an unan-l 
ſwerable Argument. The Original Revela- 
tion of the Old Teſiment, (you fay, pay, 
27,) 1s in the Hebrew and Chaldee Tongues, 
and the Original Revelation f the Neuf 

| Teſtament, is in the Greek : You ask here. 2 
fore, What they who know neither Greek noi 
Hebrew, nor Chaldee, and who make the fl 
greatett part of Chriſtians, mit do to knowl 
the Senſe of Scripture ? Are not Theſe n. 
der a Neceffity of Relying on the Tranſlatinl . 
made of the original Revelation into their 
Native Tongue, or elſe (which comes to rhe 8 
fame) on WHATEVER their Particular a 
Teachers ſhall tell them is the Senſe of b | 
Original Revelations 2 The ſame thing you 
repeat agin, pag. 28. And the Inference 
you draw from it, pag. 29, is This: A8 
the divine Providence has and fill does = 1 
% Men of Learning enough, to Tranſlate or 
e the Original Languages; and ii 
R Integrity enough, not wilfully to corrupt or th 
 - recede from the Senfe of the Original Reve- 
lation; So, by parity of Reaſon, notwith- 
mw andi 52 the True Senſe of Scripture, con- 
cernng ſome moſt 7mportant Points of Reli. 
cion, is not to be f6 Clearly known from 
Seri prure itſelf, as to leave no room fur 
| Dou'trl 


55 


5 I 2 eule; ; and rhe ſaid Doubt is not to be re- 
Hroved by any more Rational Means, than 


WP -courſe to the Joint Teſtimonies of the An- 
TX ient Writers; yet it is not reaſonably to be 


1 Er the Salvation of” all Men, inaſmuch - as 


len of Learning enough 10 underſtand the 
Hitient Writers, and of Integrity enough not 
Wh ilfilly to corrupt or regede from their Mean- 
e, or That Senſe wherein they underſtood 
Ve Scripture as to the controverted Points 
2 Religion. is very wonderful, Sir, a 
lan of your Abilities ſhould not perceive, 

at this Argument of yours makes all Re- 
Neions equal, and conſequently ſuppoſes 
„hat there is no ſuch Thing as True Reli- 


iiſtians (as 17 ou affirin,) — are under a Ne- 
4 fi ity of Re LE TIO WHATEVER 
cir Particular Teachers ſhall tell them is 


=: SENSE of the original Revelations ;, 


W: 1/riters are to determine That Senſe ; 
dd ſince all denominations of Chriſtians, 
ether Popiſh or Proteſtant, cannot but 
Uk their own Particular Teachers (or elſe 
ey would not follow them) to be Men of 


Vier, and of Integrity enough not wilfully 
Nel. Cornet or recede from their Meaning; 
Re are Plainly all Religions put upon an 


Gl 4 equal 


1 
1 
| 
1 
| 


enied but God has made ſuitable Proviſion 


Wis Providence has and. does fill raiſe up 


on at all, For if the far greateſt part of pag. 27. 


When, ſince the joint Teſtimonies of the An- Mg. 29: 


arning enough 2 underſtand the Antient 
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(36). 
equal Foot; or rather, That which has the 
greateſt Numbers on its fide, will always 
have the Advantage; or elſe we are of ne- 

8 gotten into that endleſs Circle, that 
the True Church can only be diſcerned by 
firſt underſtanding the True Senſe of Serip-f 
ture, and yet that at the ſame time the True 
Senſe of criptrure can only be learnt from 
the True Church. But (thanks be to God) 
both the Foundation itſelf of your Argvy | 
ment, and That which you build upon it 
are entirely erroneous. No Chriftians ar 
under a Neceſſity of relying on the Jud: 
ment of their Particular Tranſlators, buf 
only thoſe Blind Followers of the Blind, wh 
are willing to have both the Original and 
the Tranſlztion allo taken from them, my 


to be not cls Lawful, but their Dur 1 
alſo, to ſce as much as poſſible with th 
own Eyes. And very Much of this is pol 
ſible, even to mean Capacities, who al 
fincerely deſirous not to be deceived. Th 
can read or hear the Whole Scripture, an 
compare one part of it with another, a 
interpret the figurarive expreſſions by ti 
plain ones, and obſerve how Men of af 
rent Opinions underſtand words; and 4 
collect their Duty, not from ſingle conti 
verted Texts, but from thoſe numero 
1825 and often. repeated A 

, hi 


( 37) 


the 7 | which the generality of Learned Men ſuf 
vays fciently agree both as to the "Tranſlation 


ne- and the Senſe. For, as the Truth and Un- 
that corruptneſs of the original Text ir ſelf is 
i by made known to Chriſtians, not by the Au- 
WT :boricy of their Particular Teachers, but by 
True the Teftimony of Friends and Enemizs, Men 
from of All opinions in All Ages from the Begin- 

ning, whoſe different Intereſts and Opinions 


rovW made it impoſlible for them to agree either 
n it in deceiving or being deceived ; (which is 


che Greateſt Evidence a Matter of Fat is 
ud capable of ;) and This extends to the whole 
Text, excepting only a Very few various 
= Readings of any Importance, concerning 
ant which all capable perſons are {till at liberty 

to judge: So the Truth and Goodneſs of 
chen any Tranſlation, is made known to thoſe 
nwo uſe it, not by the Authority of their 
Dun Particular Teachers, but by its having been 
the examined and compared by Men of die- 
po vent Opinions, whole Intereſt has engaged 
them ro diſcover Faults where there are 
any; By which means, a Tranflation, in 
a Free Country, cannot but be in the main 
W 32recabl= to the Original; and where it is 
FF o controverted in any particular pailage, 
gif s that the Reaſons for different Rendrings 
W icem on Both ſides equal, it is There not 
nt only lawful, but Mens Duty to look upon 


oY be Tranflition as of no ſufficient Authority, 


5 they have any regard to Truth in the 
A matter 


were True, as it is a great Miſtake, Sol 


Teachers for the Truth of a Tranſlation ; 3 


Scripture would it from thence follow, 


but of Fudgment : ? Suppoſing i it were necel- 8 


would it therefore follow that they muſt 3 
truſt likewiſe in Other Reſpets, where 


 thers, as well as They who do not under- 


be given, why it would not be much better 


"Cv 


matter of 1 Religion. But si uppoſing it | 
Men muſt needs truſt their ap 


that is, for the Truth of the Matter of 
Fact, that This or That is the Text of 


that they muſt likewiſe as blindly truſt 
them for the Senſe and Meaning of the 
words; that is, in a matter, not of Fact, 


fary, that the Authority of particular Men 
muſt be truſted in ſome Reſpects, becauſe 
(ſuppoſe) in thofe particular reſpects there 
was no other poſlible means of knowlege, 
and Men can do no more towards informing 
themſelves than is poſſible for them to do; 


there is No ſuch neceſſity? And muſt They 
allo who do underſtind Languages, truit W 
entirely to the Ability and Fidelity of O- 


ſtand them? Verily, Sir, according to your if 
Scheme of Divinity, no poſſible reaſon can 


to take the Scriptures quite away from the 
people; and not from the people only, but 
from the greateſt part even of the Learned 
alſo. For if the Scripture (how plain fo- 
ever the Words themſelves may happen to 
be) muſt of werf be underſtood to mean 

neither ; 


— 


9 
3 


(39 ) 
neither more nor leſs than what the Father: 
= Gay it means; and the Fathers (how plaifi 

W ſever Their words alſo, may happen to be) 
f muſt of neceſſity be underſtood to mean nei- 
ther more nor leſs than what the Particular 
Teachers of every Church ſay they mean; 
Z tis evident there can be no other Uſe of 
Wpubliſhing the Seriprure (nay, and the Fa- 
? rhers too) to the World, but only to di- 
n ſturb this happy Tranquillity, and give Oc- 


e eaſion for Men, by judging for themſelves, 
{e 8 | 2 . "I . » | 
re 0 run the hazard of differing ſometimes- 
from one another in opinion. | 

3” = - ED 

the But you proceed, (pag. 30) and ask; 
"ſt on what grounds does Di Clarke believe 


e /everal Books of the Old or New Teſta- 
ent to have been written by thoſe Inſpired 
WF riters, to whom they are aſcribed 2 Is it 
ot, becauſe they have been Believed ſo to be 
Other Chriſtians, through the ſeveral Ager 


= 1 Chriſtianity #p T0 the Firſt Age, wherein 
nn Fey were Known to be ſuch by the Chriſtians 
ter Nen Living ? And if Dr Clarke's Belief of 


te F Books of the Bible to be the Inſpired Re- 
but lation of God, is thus founded on the Be- 
ed f Others; I would fain know why bie 
ſo- lief of Any Article of Religion CO N- 
TAINED IN THE SAFD IN 
WL/RED REVELATION, may not 
E-wiſe be founded on the Belief of Others 
oeh as a Ground of his own Belief"; as 4 

5 5 good 


Reg on and good Underſianding. And, i 


. ture : having been, from the Beginning i in 


4 — 
pool Ground, that What be believes, he be 
2eves in the True Senſe of Scripture, 'becauſt 
be believes it in That Senſe, wherein it hat 
been believed through the ſeveral Ages of 
| Chriſtianity up to the Firſt, wherein it 1vat 
| known to be the True Senſe of Scripture. To 
the firſt part of mis your Queſtion, I an- 
ſwer : I believe the Books of Scripture to 
have been written by thoſe Inſpired Writer 
whoſe Names they bear, not upon the Au. g 
thority of any 1 Teachers, but. 
upon the agreeing Evidence of Friends and 1 

Enemies of all Sorts, of Chriſtians of di 

rent Opinions, and of Fews and Heathens i 

the Books having been cited by innumers L 

ble oppoſite Writers in all Ages and in dif-M 

ferent Languages, and diſperſed both in the 

Original and in numerous agreeing Tranſl 

tions through all Countries, from the Bi 

ginning. And this is the proper Evidence 
of a Matter of Fact. But now s to tha 

Senſe and Meaning, of Words agreed to bil 

the genuine Text ; (which 1s a Ron f 

not of Fact, but of Judgment „) this is ta 

be determined, not by Tradition, but bf 


it was to be determined by Tradition; ye 
for you 1n the preſent caſe to pretend {conf | 
trary to the full Evidence of all Hiſtor 4 
extant in the World) that there is as ur 
verſal 2a Tradition for the Texts of Seri 


terprets 


„ 

terpreted according to Your Notion, as 
there is for the Books of Scripture having 
een written by Thoſe whofe Names they 
ear; is to pretend that the Darkneſs of 


Sun ſhining at Noon-day. To the ſecond 
Hart of your Queſtion, I anſwer : that my 
WP-lief of any Article of Religion CO N- 


BS PIRED REVELATION, is not 


heir believing it 2 be the True Senſe of 
cripture; but it is founded wholly upon 


Ds * a 


But you go on; pag. 32. Though the 
Borde, Biſhop and Presbyter, for inſtance, 
e ſed promiſcuouſly in Scripture, yet ſurely 
Clarke will not ſay, that I confound and 


ecauſe I look on Their Teſtimonies as a De- 
/e Proof, that there were notwithſtanding 
ee Diſtinct Orders of the Miniſtry in the 


hat the Teſtimonies of Antient Writers, 
hen they agree, and ſo far as they agree, 
rea juſt and Deciſive Proof of any Queſti- 
n of Fact relating to their own Times: 
Ft how This tends to prove, (what you 


þ would 


ny Seeing it to be (what in your Queſtion 
ou ſuppoſe it Is,) CONTAINED IN 
HE SAID INSPIRED REV E. 


idnight, - is equal in Brightneſs to the 


Tag 31 


7 AINED IN THE SAID INM. 


unded on the Belief of Others, namely on 


E lend the Antient Writers with Scripture, - 


WJ ime of tbe Apoſtles, 1 readily acknowledge 


ibid. 


by the Opinion of Others, to believe any 
Text of Scripture to mean, what he hirnſeliſ 


ters - with. Scripture ;, becauſe J look apa 
Their Teſtimonies to be 2 ſufficient Proof 


in St John emderſiood them to be One. No 


(42) 


would have,) that any Man can be obliget 


cannot with the utmoſt Care perceive the 
words of That Text to fagnify ; thus | un. 
derſtand not. 


You add; 55 . manner, altboagh thei 
Father, the W ord, and the Holy Ghoſt, an 
ſaid (x Joh. 5, 7,) to be only 4 not ex 
Pflicir wy One God, or of the fame Dive In : 
dividual Eſſence ;, yet it will not follow 5 
that F confound de blend the Antient Wii 


and Authority for believing Father, Son a A 
Holy Ghoſt, to be truly and properly Oni 
Gol, or of the ſame Divine Individual 75 


ſence : ; or that This is the True Senſe wer 


by your manner of citing this Text here 
and again pag. 59; would not any unleaf 
ned Reader, depending upon your bu 
be led to imagine, that without Doubt „ 
Text was unanimouſly underſtood in you 
Senſe by al the Primitive Fathers 2 vic 
as in Truth on the contrary, beſides thu 
the whole Text is wanting in all the 4 
tient Lou ons in all Languages, and dof 
not with any certainty appear to have eval 
been found ſo much as in any One Mani 


ſcript Copy of the original Greek, that 


3 . _ 
r ever Was in the World, but ſeems rather 
Jo have been firſt added in the Greek even 
Itter the Invention of Printing, (as you 
Vill find reaſon to think, if you confider 
refully what Eraſimis has ſaid upon this 
Pubject, and Dr Mills in his Diſſertation 
n the Text, compared with his remarkable 
Wcknowledgment upon better information 
Ind ſecond Thoughts, in his Prolegomena, + 
B27. 117, how he himſelf and the Writers 
Wctore him had been DECEIVED in 

TS the 


: 8 fe 
: #6 my 


WE + Oprandum omnino foret, — ut indicafſer Rob. Ste- 
m] de Codice quoliber, —- integer fuerit, an imper- 
aus & mutilus; totumne N. T. contineret, an partem 
ataxat; fuerirne Evangeliorum, an Epiftolarum &c. Abſ- 
e hujuſmodi aliquali notitià, perit maxima pars beneficii, 
od ex MSS &c. Ne dicam, quod laxior iſte & indefini- 
de Codicibus ſermo, trahat in falſa, uri forte fit, de 8. 
rtu judicia. Quum quindecim Exemplarium meminerir 
bertus, quis non ſtatim eum totidem integros N. T. Co- 
Nees nactum arbitraretur? Proclivis hic error; & in quem 
mo, qui variantes lectiones ad Editionis Roberti tertiæ 
Wrgincm interiorem poſiras non diligenter admodum & ex 
feſſo expenderit, non facillimè labatur. Hoc certe errore 
. WEcrici haud pauci, cum in celebri illo S. Joannis loco de 
elitſ 
It thu 
5 thi 
1e 41 
d od 
ve EV 


Manu 


fem duptaxat videant Exemplaria, in quibus omiſſum fix 
id, ty md egy intrepide ſtatim concludunt reliqua 
dcexrum illum integrum, nullaque ſui parte detruncatum 
drxſentare ; cum tamen iſtorum Cod icum varietates ad 
rgiaem collocatas ſedulo per N. T. expendenti conſtet, 
huindecim cod icibus Stephanicis non niſi ſeptem, ad mar- 
dem iſtius loci notatos, epiſtolam hanc Foannis exhibere ; 
Iquos omues vel Evangeliorum eſſe, vel aliarum ſaltem 
T. partium. Quin haud {cme! cùm Amelotius, aliique, 
n & Nos ipſi, in hac palæſtrã diutiùs paullo verſati licet, 
mine Codicum iſtorum per omnes N. T. hbros ex varic- 
bus haud dum facto, in cundem errorem incidimus. 1 
8 8 ar 


that 


plici teſtimonio Patris, Verbi ꝙ S. Spiritus, 1 Joh. 5, 7, 


as — 


— es 8 


or any of the numerous Writers in the whole 
Arian Controverſy; nor mentioned in the 


are often led into an erroneous Fudgment concerning the Srl 


„ 
the matter of Stephens's Manuſcripts:) it 
has morcover never been cited by Athanaſul 


genuine Works of any Greek Father at all 
either before the Council of Nice, or after 
it; though many of them quote the word 


— III MM. 


* 


£ 
1 
— 7 


Without thus diſtinguiſhing, the Copies loſe the greateſt part i 
their Uſe : Not to ſay, that for want of ſuch diſtin&ion, My 


Text. For inflance : When Stephens mentions fifteen Cops 
Who would not preſently imagine that he meant ſo many EA 
tire Copies of the New Teſtament ? Tis a very natural Er 
and which any one may eaſily fall into, if he does not can 
fully and with that wery View conſider the various Read 
marked in the inner margin of his third Edition. *Tis by Ts 
Miſtake, that in That famous paſſage of St John, concern 
the threefold Teſtimony of the Father, the Word, and ti 
Holy Spirit, 1 Joh. 5, 7 ; many zerſons; when they obſerneth 
words, in Heaven, | He ſhould here rather have ſaid, the wh 
7th verſe, and the words, on Earth, in the 8th verſe, as i 
pears by comparing together the ſeveral parts of his Diflera 
tion,] to be wanting in on y Seven of Stephens's Manuſcrifti 
preſently conclude, that, without doubt, the other Eight bl 
That Text entire and perfef# : Whereas in Truth, he that ca 
fully obſerves the various Readings of Thoſe Manuſcripts, mal 
ed in the Margin through the Whole New Teſtament \, will fu 
that, out of Stephens's fitteen Copies, thoſe ſeven only, wii 
are referred to at the margin of This Text, have this Epilif 
of St John at all; all the reſt, being Copies of the Goſpels i 
ly, or of other parts of the New Teſtament, Into this EHM 
not on/y Amelot and Other Writers, but I mytelf alſo, thu 
long einployed in this very Study, bad more than once fall 
before I had examined all the Copies by their various Real 
through all the Books of the Whole New Teſtament. Mills Mt 
legomena, pag. 117. yy | 


imme 


$2, 
AE 
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1 immediately foregoing and following: Nei- 
W ther is it alleged by any Latin Father be- 


fore St Ferom, excepting only (as Some 
think) in one paſſage of Tertullian, and in 
one of Cyprian : And of thoſe Two paſ- 
ſages, That of Tertullian is plainly not a 


citation of this Text, but the words of the 
Author himſelf ; And that the Other of 
Cyprian, (if genuine, as I ſee no reaſon 


to doubt,) 1s only a myſtical Interpretation 


of the following 8:h Verſe, and not a ci- 
W tation of the 7th, 


is more than probable, 
as well from the Teſtimony of Eucherius 
and the expreſs Evidence of Facundus refer- 


red to by Dr Mills, as from the Text's be- 
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ing wanting in all even the Latin Copies 
both before and long after Cyprian's time. 
And even in the firſt l Pvoliſh Bibles after 
the Re formation, in the Time of Henry 
the 8th and Edward the 6th, it was printed 


in 2 different Charad&ter, to fignify its be- 


ing wanting in the Original: Which Di- 
ſtinction came afterwards to be neglected. 
And the Senſe of the Apoſtle is very com- 
plete withort this Text, according to the 
following Reading of All the Greck Ma- 
nuſcripts and Antient Verſions: Who is he 


that overcometh- the World, but be that be- 
Feſirs 15 he Son of God 2 © 


lieveth that 
This is be that came that was declared and 
manifeſted to be the Son of God, ] by Wa- 


er [at his Baptiſm, when there came a 
Voice 


af. otters. > 
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om 7 
Voice from Heaven, ſaying, This is my 
beloved Son ;] and (by) Blood, [ viz. by his 
Death and Refurre@ion :]——A4nd it is 
the Spirit [the Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, B 
and the Power of Miracles granted to the 
Apoſtles,” that beareth witneſs ; becauſe the 


| Spirit is Truth e For there are Three that 
hear Mecord, the Spirit and the Water and 
the Blood and theſe Three agree in One, 


[or, as ſome Antient Writers read the | 


Text, theſe Three Are One,] viz. One i 


Teſtimony, that Jeſus is the Son of God. 
Theſe things ought not, in juſtice and i 
fairneſs, to be concealed from the World, 


by ſo citing the Text in a point of con- 
troverſy, as if there never had been any 


controverſy about it, and as if all Primitive 


Writers (who indeed never cite it at all) 


had agreed with you, both in .the citation 
and in the interpretation of the words. 
You ought ar leaſt to have acknowledged 


the dubiouſneſs of the Text. And if the 5 


Text had been unqueſtionably genuine, 
yet you do not uſe the Engliſh Reader well, 
when you affirm that though the Three 
Perſons are ſaid (1 Joh. 5, 7,) to be only ff 
One, and not explicitly One God, yet ec. 


For though the Engliſh word, (One,) is 


indeed ambiguous, and mn ſignify One 
God, or One Perſon, or One Nature, or Ons 
£/Jence ;, yet the Greek word, (,) is not 
fo, and cannot poſſibly ſignify any of theſe 

. =, things 


* 
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1 „ | 
things, unleſs by a remote and figurative 
s WE conftrution. 8 


e BB However, in your Interpretation of this 
© 


Text, you declare explicitly what your No- 
t tion of the Trinity is. And ſtill more di- 
ſtindly, pag. 21; The Seripture-doctrine 


the Godbead there are Three Perſons of the 
BE ſame Divine INDIVIDUAL Efjnce. 
Now This, I ſay, is an expreſs Contradicti- 
Jon in the very Terms. For IN DIV L. 


and if the word has any Signification at all, 
is (when ſpoken of an Intelligent Being) the 
e very ſame as PERSONAL Eſſence; that 


11) is to ſay, That by which a Perſon is that 
jon individual Perſon which he is, and no 
ds. Other. Beſides, it is a Phraſe not only 
ved not uſed in Scripture, nor in the Three 


Fir Centuries, nor in the Fourth, (unless 
ne, Wt be the True Rendring of the word 
eos. Or munionG; which was then uni- 
'ree Myverſally condemned as Feretical;) but 
only ſeems to be the Invention of the Schools, 
In latter Ages. Hear the very learned 
Vr Cudworth upon This Point. It 7s evi- 
e ent, (ſaith he, pag. 604,) that theſe re- 

pred Orthodox Fathers, | viz. St Cyril, St 


not Pregory Nyflen, and others,] who were not 
heſe Mr Few, were far from thinking the Three Hy- 


Jie of the Trinity to have the ſame 
+ 5 ON. 


of the Trinity (you lay) is truly This, that in 


13 DUAL Eſſence, in all propriety of Speech, | 


+ 43 ) 
SINGULA R exiſtent Heat 54 
Trinity of Perſons numerically the ſame, or 
having all one and the fame $8 I'NGQU- 
LA K exiſtent Eſſence, is a Doctrine which 
ſeemeth Not to have been owned by Any pub. 

tick Authority in the Chriſtian Charch, ſave 
that of the Lateran Council only. - That ml 
ſuch thing was ever ett by the Ni- 


| pag. 605, cene Fathers, Ec. Again: The Truth off 
8 This (ſaith he) will appear, firſt, becauſe 
1 | theſe Orthodox Anti- Arian Fathers did all 
1 of them zealoufly condemn Sabellianiſm; 
| = the doctrine whereof is no other than this, : 
1 that there was but One Hypoſtaſis, or Singi 
Wo! lar INDIVIDUAL ESSENCE, iff 
| 1 the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt - In the 3 
ih place, becauſe the Sond HomoouſiW | 
1 was never uſed by Greek Writers otherwiſe 
it than to ſignify the Agreement of things NU 
(11180 MERICALLY- DIFFERING full 
Wl po 61. oe another, &*c. ——Laſfily, that the Au 4 
if 5 tient Orthodox Fathers, who uſed the won 
[a | Homoonſe ros againſt Arins, intended not ber 
Th in to aſſert the Son to have One and the 2 
\\ 386 dinoular or INDIVIDUAL Eſſen 
| ts: | with the Father,” appeareth plainly from the | 
1 Aiſelaiming and diſowning thoſe Two woral 
i il 17574. | Taurine and ble cham. Agaia : * N 18 plang | 
{1 (ſays he) that the Antient Orthodox Fathi 
. aſſerted No ſuch thing, as One and the San . 


SINGULAR or Numerical Eſſence | 
the ſeveral Perſons of the Trinity, Al 
| Ls Thi 


A EL TO - 
This he proves by numerous moſt expreſs 
| Quotations: Where now is your vain 


al Confidence in the Concurrent Teſtimonies of 
U. the Fathers; when not only in the Three 
4 Firſt Centuries your Notion, in the manner 
ub⸗ 


you expreſs it, was never heard of, but 


Pag. 32. 


av eren in the Fourth and following Centu- 
n ries it was univerſally condemned? But 
Ni. ſtill I am willing to allow all This to be 

5 of beſides the main Queſtion ; For Scripture 
auſe only is Our Rule. SS 5 
im: Well : But Di Clarke (you ſay) can't 
thi but know, that the moſt uſual Pleas made by 
wy Prerbyterians, Anabaptiſts, and other Set a- 
in oer, are no other than what He himſelf urges, 


Wiz. that Scripture is the only. Rule of Truth 
matters of Religion, and that Men are to 
; ake care not to confound and blend Human 
eſtimonies with Scripture. Very True: 
resbyterians and Other Sectaries receive 


hen? Muſt We therefore not receive it as 
WW: Rule ? Presbyterians and Other Secta- 
es pretend to follow Scripture only: Muſt 


1 Surely, Sir, the Queſtion is not, 
| ho they are that pretend to make Scripture 


Wake it fo. And though Men of all opini- 
do indeed allege Scripture for their opi- 
ons, yet I rhink there is plainly This dit- 


he Holy Scripture as their Rule: What 


W therefore not pretend to follow Scripture 


eir Guide, but who they are that realy 


- ferencc: 


and ſuch as can be demonſtrated not to 
alleged a very great Number of plain and 


diſputable Texts. The Inference I would 


concerning a Point of Revealed Religion 


treated accordingly, in proportion as it il 


the Reaſon of Mankind ;, And whoſoever 
ſtudies the Scripture with a ſincere and un. 
prejudiced Deſire of finding the Truth, in 


Doctrine whether it be of God. But you arti 


_- mr. 
ference : In favour of Some opinions there 
can be alleged only ſome very Few, and 
thoſe very Obſcure and controverted Texts, 


prove what they are alleged for, by nume- | 
rous plain and clear Texts evidently evin- | 
cing the contrary : On the other fide, in 
favour of ſome Other opinions, there can be 


clear Texts, even the whole Tenour and 
Deſign of Scripture ; againſt which on the 
contrary there can be oppoſed by an Adver-| 
fry, only ſome Single obſcure and very 


draw from hence is, that every Opinion 


ought to be look'd upon as having juſt {of 
much more or leſs Certainty, and to be 


built either upon More and Plainer, or upon 
Fewer and Obſcurer Texts. Well: Buß 
Who ſhall be Judge, whether an Opinion 
is built upon Many and Clear, or upon Fn 
and Obſcure Texts? I anſwer : As Wiſdon 
is juſtified of all her Children, ſo Truth 
alſo mult finally be left to be juſtitied by 


order to obey the Will of God; has the Pro 
miſe of our Lord, that he ſhall know of tit 


0 


Tak 


of another Opinion, and think ſome Other 


re Judge neceſſary: I heartily with, it were 
dan Infallible One. You think the Cauſe is 
ts, ¶ referred to be Decided by the Primitive Fa- 
to N there: But Men of all opinions allege Fa- 
„ chers alſo, as well as Scripture ; And fo 


to us the Fathers? Your Anſwer at laſt 


know the Queſtion has often been put in 
the Romiſh controverſy,) Who is the Church 2 


Wo it; The preſent Church pretends to it; 
Ind the Church that was 500 Tears ſince, 


f Theſe is in the Right? Of neceſſity it 
3 uſt be judged by the Scripture, and Men 
Sy ſtudying the Scripture muſt find which 


ſaomWFfence of Proteſtant Religion ;) Or elſe 


rut Weery Man muſt blindly follow the Authority 


F the firſt Teachers he happens upon; 
Which Opinion of yours, is fairly putting 
d unn end to all Religion at once, and termi- 
h, Wes at length in Mr Habbe's doctrine, 
Froh hat the /rongeſt Arm ought always to put 
of 108 end to all Differences of Opinion, juſt as 

Eo OTE 3 Tos 


the Queſtion returns, Who ſhall inrerprer 
muſt be, The Church. And then, (you | 
Urne Church of Rome pretends to it; The 


Neeb Church pretends to it; and the Church 
i every other Nation upon Earth pretends 


ion fall of very different Opinions, pretended 
t fo it likewiſe : And Who ſhall judge, which 


Huſt end in This at laſt: Either the Church 


\ hurch it is ſafeſt for them to joyn with ; 
Which Principle is the Foundation and 


\ 
KR Ga "EL e 


Darkneſs puts an end to all Differences of 
Colour. Beſides : If the Church muſt inter. 
pret the Fathers interpretation of Scripture; 
{till the Queſtion returns, Who ſhall inter. 
pret That laſt interpretation of the Church? 
For, you well know, All the Confefſrons of 
Faith that ever were publiſhed by Humane 
Authority, have occaſioned more Conten- 
tions, and been more difficult to explain, 
than the Scripture itſelf. Whach is not at 

all to be wondred at. For, as, in Philoſsf 
phical Queſtions, the Commentators and In. 
Terpreters of Ariſtotle, intermixing infſenſi:þ 
bly their own opinions with His, are inf. 
nitely harder to be underſtood, than the 
Works of Ariſtotle himſelf ;, fo all Syſtem 
of Divinity, containing in them both th 
Whole Doctrine of Scripture and moreoveſ 
a mixture of humane Opinions, mult off 
neceſſity be more liable to be diſputed i 
bout, than the Scripture itſelf (For whid 
reaſon, in explaining the Doctrine of thi 
Trinity; [and the ſame Method would 
very uſefidl in all other Points of Divinity i 
have indeavoured to ſet forth the who 
Doctrine in the very words of the Scr 
ture itſelf, by collecting and placing in ol 
view All the Texts that relate to that Sul 
ject ; that the Reader may diſtinguiſh, MW 
teſt Sight, what is indiſputably revealed 
him by divine Authority, from what is d 
ly propoſed to him as humane opinion, wh! 
3 to | m 


(53) 


may always be diſputed about, and ought 


perpetually to be examined with Care.) 


What a Wilderneſs now are you got into? 
And where will you ſtop, when once Tu 


depart from Scripture the Only Rule of re- 


| vealed Truth; and uſe any Humane Wri- 
| tings, not as Aſſiſtances to help you to under- 


and, but as authoritatively Deciſive of, the 


Meaning of Scripture? The plain Truth 
of the whole Matter, I think, is This: As 


all other Books are generally well enough 
underſtood, by reaſonable Men who ſtudy 
ne them with That Deſign; ſo the plain and 
inf. neceſſary Parts of Scripture, the Rules by 


which Men ſhall be judged at the laſt day, 


ere eaſy to be underſtood even by mean ca- 


| pacities 5 and thoſe which are really ob- 
ſcure, as it is not poſſible Men ſhould in 
truth agree about them, ſo *tis of no Uſe 


they ſhould be forced to pretend it. And 
yet indeed even the Obſcurer paſſages of 
& Scripture, if Men could be wholly unpre- 


judiced, would not perhaps be ſo liable to 
be miſunderſtood, as is commonly imagined. 
For conſider what 1s the Reaſon, that when 
our Saviour ſays, I am the Door, I am the 
Vine, and the like; no Man, either learned 


| or unlearned, ever miſunderſtood him : but 


when he ſays, This is my Body, (which in 
itſelf is no harder a Figure, than the other 
| expreſſions ;) about the Meaning of This, 
Learned Men are perpetually cutting each 
VVf others 


2 * — 8 


5 


others Throats. In like manner; What is 
the true Reaſon, that when 5: Paul faithÞ 
concerning Himſelf and Apollos, He that 
planteth, and he that watereth, are One, 
1 Cor. 3, 8; no Man, either learned or 
unlearned, ever miſunderſtood him: but; 
when our Saviour faith, I and my Fat her 


Job. 10; are One, (which are the Very Same Words:) 


30. 


he muſt needs be underſtood to mean ſome; ö 
thing utterly unintelligible ? And that, 
when he prays to his Father in behalf of j 
his Diſciples 1 in theſe words; that They may 


22 C 23. gh 92; Tha in-Me ; , the former part of Eat : 


of theſe Expreſſions is underſtood by every 
Man, but the meaning of the latter part off 
each of them muſt he quarrelled about for 
ever ? 


You affirn (pag. 36.) that I e 
Sound udgment of my own ele e 


and (pag. 37, ) that I land Condemned h a 
the Tudement of the Whole Church of Eng: | 


land. Now though This Accuſation is no- 
thing to the Merits of any Queſtion con- 
cerning Truth and Errour, yet, to obviatef 
the Calumnies of Men who are more con- 
cerned about Other Arguments than thoſe 
of Truth, I demonſtrated, in my Book, by 
an Induction of Particulars, that there are 
More paſſages in the Liturgy of the Church 
of England, from which as Them «| 
Premiſes { 


Ae 
urch 
m 25 
ues) 


(55) 


ch, I rejef the Sound Fudement of my 


en Mother-Church. For the making good 
& which Argument; firſt, you ſuppoſe | 


at my Notion is univerſally condemned 
„the Writers of the Three Firſt Centu- 
es: But of This, not one Syllable of 
roof; becauſe the Contrary is True. Well; 
ut /uppoſing my Notion not to agree with: 
je Doctrine of Thoſe Primitive Fathers, 
dw does it Thence follow that I am con- 
mned by the Church of England? Why, 
cauſe our Prudent as well as Pious Mother 
hu have All her Children t look on 
e Teſtimonies of the Antient Writers, 


hoſe of the Three firſt Ages, ſo you ex- 
elsly explain yourſelf, pag. 21 and 
roughout, ] 


as the Beſt Means to be 
Rationally 


Premiſes) my Concluſion will by juſt Rea- 
Woning neceſſarily be inferred, than there 
hre Paſſages which ſeem on the contrary to 
tontradict me. And from hence it follows, 
That till Tou. can reconcile All thoſe paſſages 
cited, (as you have not attempted to re- 
foncile Any of them,) to Tour Notion ; I 
{ave juſter reaſon to affirm, that Tor ftand 
ondemned by the judgment of the Church 
bf England, than Toy have to affirm that I 
% ſo. But the Argument by which you 
Qrove, that I ſtand condemned by the Judg- 
pent of the Church of England; is a very 
Weaſant and round One. By rejecting (you 
f 5 the Catholic Doctrine 0 imiti 
ur 


pag. 36. 


the Primitive 


pag. 34. 


” a+ 


9 — — 


8 
14 
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; 
' 
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rc 
Ea: A p nene 


pag. 35. 


Article 
6th, 


Article 
goth. 


the PRACTISE of our Church; I. 
MUCH AS, in the Preface to the 17 


4 — reading, if not the Holy Scripture alone 


Scripture containeth all things neceſſary * 


(56), 
Rationally per faded what may or May nn 
be Truly concluded and proved by Scriptur, 
(It ſeems, without the Fathers, tlie Scrip 
ture is of no Uſe at all to conclude or pro 
any thing.) But how do you prove Thi 
to he the Judgment of the Church of Ey 
land 2 Why, This.1s evident (you ſay) 1 


of Ordination and Conſecration, our Chunid 
has obſerved, as an unanſwerable Proof. 
itſelf of the Threefold Order of the Minifty 
that © it is evident unto all Men diligent 


« yet it and Antient Aurhors, that from th 
e Apoſiles time there have been theſe Order 
= Fa 2 iniſters in Chriſt's Church, Bi 
« Prieſts, and Deacons”, In like mann 
by in ſerting into her moſt excellent Liturg i 
the Nicene O R Conſtantinopolitan Creed, av 
That commonly called the Creed of St Au 
naſns, Cc. That is to ſay: Notwithſtanif 
ing the Church has declared in the moi 
Solemn and Authentick manner, that al þ 


A 


' 


Salvation; ſo that whatſoever is not rea 
therein, or may be proved thereby, is not 
be required of any Man, that it ſhould | 
believed as an Article of the Faith, or! 
thought requifite or neceſſary to Salvation 
And that it is not lawful for the Church | 


ordain any bing that is contray to Go 
wo 


(49) 


) Wi ord written; neither may it ſo expound 


1177) place of Scripture, that it be repugnant 


cribs, another ; Wherefore although the Church 
Pro. ; Witneſs anda KEEPER of Holy 
Thy Vit, yet as it onght not to decree any thing 
EnBGAINST the ſame, ſo BESIDES 
e ſame ought it not to enforce any (Ping 
be believed for neceſſity of Salvation : And 


vr governed with the Spirit and Word of 
Pod, may err, and ſometime have erred, even 
WW things pertaining unto God; Wherefore 
Wings ordained by them as neceſſary to Sal- 
tion, have neither Strength nor Authority, 
eit may be declared that they be taken 
bt of Holy Scripture + Notwithſtanding all 
and ſolemn. and moſt Authentick Decla- 
tions; yet, becauſe it Once accidentally 


d. a jentions Antient Writers, by way of con- 


Athhrmation of a matter of Fatt ;, and inferts 
{tang to the Liturgy One Creed made in the 
NOW Century, and Another made No body 
: HOWS ores bow many Centuries after That ;, (not 
ar) "Wt of any Regard to the Authority of the 
r 1eompilers ; but merely for This Reaſon, 
nor "Wt the Reformers judged they could re- 
ld Wn them agreeably with Scripture, as 18 


A preſsly declared in the 8% Article com- 


ation red with the 21; ) hence you conclude, 


arch Mat the Church of England would have all ps 31 - 


Gag / Chillen believe, that the Beſt Means 
wo FF 7, ts 


hat even General Councils, foraſmuch as article | 


ey be an Aſſembly of Men whereof” All be 21. 


n e 


: 
Fl 
| 
| 
þ 
' 


to be Rationally perſwaded what. Moy 1 


that, unleſs a Man thus makes the Fs athe 
to be his Rule of trying the Senſe » 


_ oppoſite to the whole Proteſtant doctrint 
he profeſſes to regard the Scripture fo f 


Church of England. Is this the Arguing, off 


Centuries, as well as of the Three Fir 


fu Condition. 


(300 


may not be Truly concluded and proved | 
Scripture, is, not to rely on the Scriptin 
t ſelf, by ſtudying it and comparing on: 
place with another, but to depend on t 
Teſtimonies of the Antient Writers ;, ani 


Scripture, (that is, unleſs, diamerrical 


only as it agrees with the Antient Father 
inſtead of regarding the Antient Fathers 
far only as they agree with Scripture,) i 
flands condemned by the ꝓudgment of ti 


Man accuſtomed to Mathematical Studies 
But beſides: The Antient Writers, with yo 
are the Writers of the Three firſt Centurielf 
And how does the Church of England , by il 

{ertins One Creed made 1n the Rt Cent , 
775 and Another made #ar leaft Three or Fi 
Conturies after Thar, refer matters of Fail 
to be decided by the Teſtimony of the V 
ters in the Three firſt Centuries 2 I am mt 
afraid, if we mult be referred away fro 
the Scripture at all, and if there be 
Force in your Argument, we ſhall 0000 q 
referred to the Writers of the 8h and Þ 


And then the Proteſtant Cauſe is in a Hl 


CIT 


You deſpiſe my manner of expreſſing pa. 4; 
Wnyſclf, when I ay, The greateſt part of * 46. 
"be IVricers Before and At the time of the 
45 Foyncil of Nice, were, I THINK, Realy 

bat Opinion ec. But do you imagine, 


* * Sir, I thought myſelf the leſs Certain of 
atherhat I affirmed, becauſe I did not expreſs 
ie fit in Confident Morde? Does Confidence 
rie ver add Strength to any Cauſe, or. give 


eight and Solidity to any Argument ? J | 
aid, I Thought the greateſt part of thoſe | 
Writers were on my fide ; and I gave mm 1 
Weſons why I thought fo, in the nume- 
us Citations which I alleged of their own 
{xpreſs words. Tor, on the contrary, are 
Wcry confident, that they are All clearly 
„nd unanimouſly againſt me; but you do 
Pot ſo much as attempt to bring any the 
eaſt Proof of what you are fo ſure of. 
Ind do you think that in This you have | 
ined any Advantage over me? But con- 
rning the Opinions of the Fathers, I 
ave ſpoken more fully above. 


= PPP 


Llour whole Argument, pag. 49, 50, 
I, 523 alſo pag. 21, and indeed in moſt 
Ther parts of your Book,; is what may, 
Imoſt word for word, be retorted upon 


„ ou in its full ſtrength, by Thoſe of the 
y hurch of Rome, in favour of Any Tradition. 


he Scriptiire (it feems) is, in many things, paz. 5 & 
H 2 5 obſcure . 


(53) 

obſcure - The Cauſe muſt be left to be De. 

pag. 21. cided by the Teſtimony of the Primitie 
1 Church: Thoſe of the Firft Age, knew IN. 
FALLIBLY the True 8 nſe of Scripture, 

pag. 21. and CONSEQUENTLY 2 the 

Same Truly to their Followers: "Thoſe of 

the Third Age, knew from thoſe of the 

Pag. 21. Firſt and Second, the True Senſe of Scrip 

oe CERTAINLY; and, to be ſure 
muade duc Uſe of it, in conveying it Truh 

pag. 22. to the next Age; and ſo On : The Gan 

nur of the Church, to prevent Errors, muff 

Pag. 49. inſert mnto the Creed more particular Explof 

nations of fome Articles he is not | 

Page 30. larging the Creed, but only Expreſſing tle 
Article in More Words ; the Senſe of the 

|  inlarged Creed being No other, than that of 

neg. 31. the orginal Baptiſmal Creed + Controvertell 

Articles were Always explained according i 

That Senſe, which was derived from MM 

Beginning: The Providence of God woulf 

not permit, that Thoſe who had the Pow ö 

pag. 51. fhould ever not be in the Right. Gore 
nours therefore never were uncharitable if 

ſuch Cenſures or Proceedings, as were i 

| moſt proper Method to reclaim Heterodox p 

— 14 dg. 82. ſons And thus the True Senſe of Script 

14 has been preſerved and maintained by I 
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11 dition, and received by the Catholick Ch 
=_ through the ſeveral fi ſequent Ages ber ; 
„ vithout N corruption, even unto 1 

f 


. 5 
De- day. Thus argues a Roman-Catholick : And 
itie if Yon argue 7ightly, fo alſo does He > For 
I One Eg is not more like Another, than 
ture His Argument is like to Tours. And in 
the Neither of them indeed is there any Other 
ſe off Fault, but This only, that (God knows) 
the the direct Contrary is in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſto- 
Scrin ry too apparently True. The further you 
ſure go from the Fountain, the leſs pure is the 
ruh Stream 5 and there is no depending upon 
ober any thing but Scripture. 
mull | | | 
f Your Obſervation, ( pag. 50,) that though 
ot Inevery Age grew more Minute, yet it was by no 
1g t means in determining UNNECESSARY 
f th Controverſies, rwmleſs Dr Clarke will have the 
hat of@.determining of” the True Senſe of Articles 
vertewhich he allows to be NECESSART te 
ling be underſtood, to be the determining of U N- 
m RY ECESSARY Controverſies : is a mean 
wou Pkying with words, unbecoming your own 
Pom Gravity and the Dignity of the Subject. 
Gore For can any thing be more obvious, than 
able What an Arricle may itſelf be Neceſſary to 
re be underſtood, and yet at the ſame time 
o pe many Unneceſſary Controverſies may be 
riptuhraiſed about Circumſtances relating to That 
y In icle ? Are not the Reſurrefion of the 
Chun Peay, and the Life everlaſting, Two Arti- 
berecles very neceſſary to be underſtood by ove- 
o Ti Chriftian 2 and yer is it not at the ſame 
un | time 


A 


ſame Body that died ſhall be raiſed again, 


likewiſe, the Incarnation of the Son of God, 


by the by. It is a very »ſ#al, but very wn 


© £5 


time a very unneceſſary Controverſy, to dif. 
pute waether every individual particle of the 


or not; and whether, in the Life everlaſt- 

the Bleſſed ſhall be capable of /fill fur. 
he Degrees of improvement, or not? With 
numberleſs other the like Queſtions. Thus 


is an Article very neceſſary to be under: 
ſtood by Chriſtians ; and yet to inquire in 
what particular metaphyſical manner That 
Son was begotten of his Father, may be, and 
is, 2 very unneceſſa 7 Controrerſy. 


What follows, (pag. 53.) is {till much 
worſe ; LATITU DINARIAN, alia: 
COMPREHENSION, alias MODE. 
RATIO N-Principles. What Science 'Theleſ 
Terms of Art belong to; and how wel] 
This Language becomes the Mouth of 2 
Serious Divine; and what Proof” these 
fine Expreſſions amount to, of any pan 
of the Queſtion between us; I ſhall yoo ; 
leave to Other to judge. | 

Only one thing I muſt obſerve to yo! | 


righteous cuſtom among Writers of Con 
troverſy, when they can't anſwer Argi 2 
ments in particular, to throw General Name 
of  Reproach, of No certain determinate 
Signification. Thus A Coillingwor wr : 

Fe: 


ny 


8 Arch-Biſhop Tillotſon, and ſome others of 
the Ableſt and the Beſt Men, that the Pro- 
teſtant and the Chriſtian Cauſe was ever de- 
fended by; when they could not be an- 
E ſwered, were called Latitudinarians ; only 
to raiſe an Odium againſt them among the 
ignorant people, who cannot eafily diſtin- 
guiſh between hard Words and bard Argu- 
T ents, and are too apt to be prejudiced with 
8 hard Words whole Meaning they under- 
ſtand not. I am very ſure, that Theſe 
E Latitudinarians, whom both you and I have 
upon this occaſion mentioned by Name, are 
Men that ſincerely indeavoured to follow 
the Doctrine of Chriſt and his Apoſtles ; 
And though you Now ſeem aſhamed to be 
"I joined with ſuch Company, yet God grant 
may be found with them at the Great 
Daz. b 


pag. 0 8. | 


What you add in the fame Paragraph, pag. 33. 


reſpeft of his Faith; ] though it be very 


unfairly expreſs'd, and with an ill Spirit, 
et ſeems indeed to contain the moſt mate- 
Difficuliy in your whole Book, viz. 


How 


as an Inſtance of Latitudinarian Principles, 
*. that Whoſoever does but profeſs He be- 
lieus the Original Bapti ſinal Creed according 
iothe bare Words thereof, no matter in what 
Venſe, He ought to be looſ'd upon, without 
any more ado, as a True Good Chriſtian in 


5 
How Men ſhall wa (/ince Me ords are 1. 


thing without 4 determinate Sen ſe, ) what 
is the determinate Senſe of thoſe Fundamental 


Articles of Faith, which are abſolutely ne- 

= cefſary to Salvation 2 I anſwer : They are 
expreſled as Clearly in the Sermons of Chriſt 

and in the Writings of his Apoſtles, as the 

Spirit of God thought fit they ſhould be 

expreſt ; and the Wiſdom of Man canndt 

expreſs them more clearly. Whoever reads 

the Sermons of Chriſt and the Writings of 

his Apoſtles, with a ſincere intent to learn 

2 4 thence what he muſt do to be ſaved, 

be as Certain of underſtanding thef 

++: hg Senſe of the Words wherein 
They expreſs the Neceſſary Requiſites to Sal 

vation, as he can be of underſtanding the 
determinate Senſe of the Words of Fallilf 
Men; and More certain, of not being lelf 
thereby into Error. "Theſe Fundamental: 
the Church has from the Beginning indes 
voured briefly to expreſs in the Bapriſmal 
Creed, not as an Aut horitative Explication 
but as an Inſtructive Summary. And th 
Articles of This Creed, (eſpecially as it wa 
worded in the Three Firſt Centuries, which 
is the Time you appeal to,) are ſo clear ani ; 
intelligible, that, I verily believe, no fmncerW 
mind ever miſunderſtood any one of then 
All the Controverſies in the Chriſtia 
World, have been either about Ocher Parti 


Y 


4 


ns 
2 10. Scripture, which contain infallibly true. 
Poctrine, but not Fundamentally neceſſary. 
& the Salvation of a Chriſtian; or elle. 
End indeed more frequentiy,) about the 
Hur hority and the determinate Senſe of the 
ditional Explications of Men; Which 
the ay indeed well be look'd upon as Queſti- 
d bens and Speculations about Truth and Er- 
noot{W1r, but not about That Faith by which a 
reads lan muſt be Sæved or Danmed, | 

os oi FL | : 
fem] T had faid, (Inrroduf. pag. 19,) that it 
aved, s a great Fault in young Students, to 
the e up their Notions in Divinity jr/t from 
ercin {mane and Modern Forms of ſpeaking, and 
Fal en to pick out afterwards (as Proofs ) fome 
g thei EW ſingle Texts of Scripture, inflead o 
lib tending to the whole Scope and general © 
> lei of Scripture in the Firſt place. To 


what 
ental 
y ne. 
7 are 


rift 


neal. his, you reply: I muſt crave leave to dif- dus sr. 


nde: r herein from the Doftor : For ſurely the 
ole is made up of its Parts, and not the 
parts of the Whole : And conſequently the 
ole Scope and General Tenour of the 


Cripiure is to be known, by knowing the 


at ion 
1 thi 


Was 


hic : Senſe of THE SEVERAL PAR. 
r ali {CULAR Texts; and it is Abſurd to 
on the contrary, that particular Texts 
? to be Rightly underſtood by the Whats 
ope and General Tenour of Scripture; this 
mg in effect to ſay, that the Parts are 
1 2 


, 


inc ere 
them 
tian 
Parl. 


1 


made up of the Whole : Wherefore, fince | 
order of Nature I am Firſt rightly to unde 
ſtand THE PARTICULAR Texts i 
Scripture, before I can underſtand right 
what is the Whole Scope and General Tenn 
of Scripture ;, and conſequently tis impoſfibi 
in the nature of the Thing, for me to under 
ſtand the Former by unaerſtandmg the La 
rer; hence there is a neceſſity of aſſignin 
Some Other way, as the Beſt for rightly u 
Aerſtanding THE PARTICULAI 
Texts or Paſſages of Scripture, and there 
the General Tenour of Scripture . And Thi 
Beſt way, is having Recourſe to the Anti 
Writers, G c. Now is This a way of arg 
ing, at all becoming a ſerious Writer, plea 
ing in earneſt for what he believes to be tif 
Truth? J made the Diſtinction betweg 
particular Texts taken ſingly, a FEW ji 
gle Texts, (thoſe were my Words,) on ti 
one hand; and, on the other hand, ti 
Whole Tenour of Scripture, that is, ALY 
the Numerous particular Texts relating 
any one Doctrine, conſidered and compani 
Together, Inſtead of This, you, in yo 
Reply, repreſent me as oppoſing All 
particular Texts of Scripture, to the Wi 
 Tenour of Scripture ; that is, as oppoluſ 
the Whole Scripture to the Whole Script 
And can you really, Sir, have ſo mean 
Opinion of your Readers, as to think thi 


I 


8 
nee i peed make Any Anſwer to ſuch kind of 
unde Arguments as Theſe ? | : 
xts ff 
vgl 
Tenn 
poſſi 


und 


12 La : anding The Particular Texts; becauſe the 
ſegnij hole muſt needs be made up of its Part: 
h u And The Particular Texts cannot be un- 
L 4 erſtood by artending impartially to the whole 


there 
4 T 


Scope and 8 Tenour of Scripture, (that 
s, by conſidering and comparing all thoſe 
AntiaWTexts one with another ;) becauſe This, it 
* arfMWcems, is in eſfect to ſay, that the Parts are pag. 58. 
plea ade 1p of the Whole: THEREFORE 
be ti there's No way at all to underſtand the 
etwefWcripture, but by ſome Other Help, viz. by 
W the Anrient Fathers, Is This again the - 
on i Argument of a Mathematical Writer? One 
1d, of the greateſt Benefits of ſuch Studies, 
And that which uſes to diſtinguiſh Men 
ting ho are skilled in That Learning, from 
pan Thoſe who are not; is their taking Care 
2 ye that their Concluſion be ſure to follow 
Au from their Premiſes: But This, you al- 
M not conſtantly neglect. Apply ſuch Ar- 
ppolufWguing to any other Book in the World; 
riptuſfend try if you can perſwade Mankind, that 
can Is Offices, or any other Book of Mo- 
: thafhrality, is not to be underſtood by reading 
ne | 3 - and 


(68). 
and tudying the Book itſelf, but that the 


Doctrine taught in That Book can be learn 
only by ſtudying Orher Books. 


Iſl Page 39 ' Your next Argument, i is Something abou 
4 .be Acquaintance and Intimacy certain Me 
Fl may have happened to have formerly co 
0 tracted, as being of the Sams Univerfiy 
W and Fellmo-Collegiates, and more particular 
109 yet, Chamber-Fellows, and the like. I ſu 
| = pole you will be ſurprized, when I tel 
mh you, that the Perſons you ſpeak of, nd 
Wl 1 only never were Chamber-Fellows, but eve 
iN | ; not ſo much as of the Same College. By 
10 if the Fact had been True ; was it eithg 
N in itſelf of any Importance, or any thing 
I all to your purpoſe? Conſider, Sir, ſerioul 
tt in your own Mind, whether this Childilf 
—_— ; Wrath of Man, can in any degree work uf 
—_ Righteouſneſs of God, or be likely i in al 
i meaſure to promote Truth and Equity an 
1 Charity amongtt Men. Is any Man tj 
114 worſe or the better Chriſtian, or are hi 
. Arguments the weaker or the ſtronger, {ſl 
1h i having lived in the Neighbourhood of ſud 
—_ ! and ſuch particular perſons, or having bei 
| i in the ſame Houle or in the ſame Chamb | 
1 with them? Tou were told this matter id 
1 a Truth, no doubt: But does it become 
14 Man of Dr Wells character, when he ff 
Ware g. 65. dares! 1e is Not in the leaf? aſhamed to ou N 
1 e | _ Public : 


(Ca h 

Publickly his Name, and that he has not only 
taken Care Himſelf to let nothing drop from 
| his Pen but what was conſiſtent with the 


True Spirit of Meekneſs and Chriſtianity, 


t thi 
learn ; 


abou but has alſo Submitted theſe his Papers to 
1 Me the Judgment of Fudicious, truly Pions, and 
con Eminent Perſons in London, with full Power 
verfun ro ſtrike our whatever ſhall appear to their 


culay 


Better Judgments Not conſiſtent with the 
I {ur | 


True Spirit of Meekneſs and Chriſtianity : 


te Does it become Dr Wells, with ſuch a Pre- 
f, n amble as This, to endeavour meanly to 
t eval raiſe an Odium amongſt ignorant people 
Bi againſt a Perſon who never offended him; 


eithe 
110g v 


by publiſhing, with the Authority of his 
inge Name to it, a Little Falſe Story? and 
rout This, without giving himſelf the Trouble 
bild ſo much as once to inquire, whether there 
ork was any Truth in it or no; though he had 
in a Neighbours that were of That Univerſity 

ty land of That College he ſpeaks of, who 
an could with the greateſt Eaſe have informed 
are Mfhim better? We pretend juſtly to abhorr 
zer, the Principles of Thoſe Men, who think 
of 1uWno Faith is to be kept with their Adverſa- 
1g beWrics 2 And ſhall Proteſtants themſelves, 
ham when they happen to differ in Opinion, 
tter ¶ take No care to keep any meaſures of Truth 
come Wand Charity ? Becauſe Tou think yourſelf 
he Orthodox, (as J alſo, and I hope with as 
:0 098000 Reaſon, think M ſelf;) are you there- 
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3 ( 700 
fore at liberty to raiſe little An at 
a venture, and indeavour to blind people 
with Pre; dice, inſtead of convincing them 
by Reafin 2 If, in matters of Controverſy, 
Both ſiges ſhould make a Cuſtom of allow. 
ing themſelves in ſuch Negligence ; what 
a hopeful Example ſhould we ſet to our 
Tit. 3, 2. people of the Doctrine we preach, to ſpeal 
evil of no Man? But becauſe I believe Thi 
was only Negligence in you, and not De. 
ien; 1 hope the Convictions of your own 
Conſcience will make you to be more cau: 
tious for the future, and to conſider of hoy 
III Example Such fort of 1 np 18. 


But to proceed: In your next Obſern 
tion, (upon my cautioning Men to be gu. 
_ ded, not by the Sormd of ſingle Texts, but 
by the Senſe and whole Tenour of Serip 
ture,) you are again playing with Word 

| in a manner which does not greatly becom 
paz. 59. ſo ſerious a Subject. Becauſe 0 S Paul, 00 
ay, ſpeaking of Chriſt, affirms of hin 
Rom. 9, 5,) that He is OVER ALL N 
60D Vlejed for ever, We are not therefa 
(for avoiding being miſcuided by the Sound 
of this ſingle Text, ) to underſtand the Tri 
_ denſe of the. ſaid Text to be This, viz. thi . 
Cbriſt is NOT OVER AKEL. , 
bleſſed for ever. As if (beſides your ul 
fairneſs in concealing from your Nea ; 
| til 


ies at the Ambiguity of the words of that Text in 

eople the Original,) every Child could not un- 

them derſtand, that He who, with reſpect to the 

rerſy, whole Creation made ſubje to him, is GOD 

low. MOTTER ALL; yet at the ſame. time, 

what with reſpect to Him who ſuwbje&ed all things 

» our to him, is NOT GOD OFER ALL. 

ſpeak It being Manifeſt, (as St Paul obſerves,) 

Thi that is to ſay, manifeſt 10 the common Senſe 1 Cor. 15, 
t D. Nef Mankind, without needing to be often 
r on repeated; that He who ſubjefed all things 1 Cor. 15, | 
> cau-Mro the Dominion of Chriſt, (namely, G O D, 24. 
F ho even THE FATHER, as the ſame A- 
. P poſtle takes Care to explain himſelf,) muſt 
needs be exempted from being Himſelf ſub- 
ſervaject to That Dominion. WW; 


2 a * 1 
. . KÄ—— TI ro 52 me 


s, bu The like Trifling, follows again in the beg. 59- 
Scrip next words: Becauſe (you ſay) St John 
Vordz f affirms (1 Ich. 5, 7, thas Theſe Three 
ecom ARE ONE, We are not therefore (for 
ſaroiding being miſguided by the Sound of 
this ſingle Text ) to underſtand the True Senſe 

\ LLEBof the Text to be This, Theſe Three ARE 
ref NOT ONE. As if things that in one 
Sounſf Senſe may be truly ſaid to be One, might 

2 Trigg not as truly in another Senſe be ſaid not to 
e One. Belides, that you exceedingly a- 

O (FW buſe your Engliſh Reader, when you en- 
ir ul tirely conceal from him, both that the word, 
Oe, has not in the Original That Ambi- 


guity, 


pag. 59. 


TRUE GOD. As if it were not very 


der very unfairly, when you Thus cite 
the Text, This (that is, Feſus Chriſt) it 
the True God; as if That were, without 


guity, which it has in Engliſh ; and alf 


or ever Was in the World. Of which mat- 
ter, more has been ſpoken above. _ 


that at the ſame time, with regard to the 


J- 


8 


that the Whole Text itſelf, (for ought that 
yet appears,) has been wanting in Even 
manuſcript Copy of the Original, that I 


And ſtill once again, in the following 
words: And ſo, verſe 20h of the ſame Chap- 
ter, becauſe it is ſaid, This (that is, [you 
fay,] Jeſis Chriſt,) IS THE TRUE 
G OD, We are not therefore (for fear of 
being miſguided by the Sound of the ſail 
Text) to tenderſtand its True Meaning 1 


be This, viz, This IS NOT THE 


plainly conſiſtent, to affirm of Chriſt, with 
regard to Dominion over Us and the 7whol: 
Creation, that He is Truly God; and yet 


Supreme Father of All, Chriſt is not He (or 
That Perſon.) who in Scripture is ſtiled by 
way of Eminence o d du oe F426 | Tit 
True God and The Only True God. But 
Here alſo again you uſe your Engliſh Res- 


any Ambiguity, the Signification of the 
words in the Original: Which is by no 
means the Cale. For though the thing it 

” 


K 


alſo [clf, underſtood. in a right Senſe, and ac- 
that bording to the Analogy of Scripture, is un- 
Every foubtedly true, that Fefius Chriſt 1 is Truly 
at Is %: ; yet That is nor the Aſſertion of this 


Text. Ve know (lays the Apoſtle) that 
te Son of God is come; and hath given us 
„ Underſtanding, that we may know Him 
war 7s Ty uHe, EE 4 Aue Sud, the True God; 
d the moſt and beſt MSS have tt; in 


you ke manner as oh. 17, 35] And we Are 
ULB Him that is True, 125 the True God; 

ar of Wo the Conſtruction manifeſtly requires it 
ſail ip be underſtood, of the ſame Perſon as be- 
re; tre dena TON AAH SIN NON (3,0 
HE Wi iwvey Er TQ AAHOIN N; and we are 72 
ver) What true God,] In (that is, By) His Son 
with us Chriſt : This is the True God, and 
hole Wernal Life ;, Little Children, keep ourſelves 
1 yet Bom 1401s. "The Meaning plainly 1 is: This 


o theW the True God, whom the Son of God 
e (or: given us an. Underſtanding to know, 
Id in whom we Are by His means: 

hat is to ſay, This is the True Religi- 


Bud, and the Way to eternal Life, (viz. 
Res. a Worſhip of this True God by and 
s cite rough his Son Jeſus Chriſt;) Beware 
ft) i [dol-worſhip. Thus, verſe 110 of this 
thoutWzter : This is the Record, chat God hath 
f the ben to us eternal Life, and This Life ii 
y 10 a 1s, Ey or N his Son. 
ing it © 51 
ſelf, - ,- _ 


1 
9 
H 
b 
5 
8 
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Pag. 60. 


. 26, 
18. 


pag. 60. 


ſwer is; that by having plainly declu 


cent Modeſty, ſubmitted, That whole i ou 


our Sins; is either not at all pertin 


ary 


Your next citation, of the Two Te 
out of S* Perer and Iſaiah, concerny 
Chriſt's ſuffering for our Sins or not | 


which is the Beſt that can be ſupp 
of it; or elſe it is intended to ſup 
moſt righteous inſinuation, as if | 

ſaid any thing in diminution of Chri 
ſuftering for our Sins; for which ſuggel 
-on, | have no where given you ſo mu 
as the leaſt Colour. But as he that bre 
the Law in One point, is guilty of 4 

ſo (it ſeems) whoſoever differs from 1 
en in any one caſe, way law fully 
charged by vou with any other Em 
whatſoever. Will it not better become! 
All to conſider; As a Madman, who 
eth Fire-brands, Arrows and Death 5 0 
the Man that Revileth bis Neighbour, 
ſaith, Am not I in Sport? 


To your G upon my 40 
to the Forms by Law appointed, my 1 


my Opinion, a/ſoon as it was poſſible 
me to colle& the materials neceſſary to- 
termine it, without regarding (as you 
juſtly ſuggeft) at what 'Time it might m 
prudentia ly be done; I have; with all f 


s ** 


. 
Yer to the Judgment of my Speriours, 
and taken care not to impoſe upon my 


'0 Te . | | ent! 
Inferiours or Equals, Whether Aſlenting 


1 o Any words of humane Inſtitution, in 
tine Manner which Tour whole Argument 
ſuppal ins at, merely in reliance upon the ge- 
ſugacl peral Authority of Tradition, without con- 
ring in particular how and in what 


Jenſe *tis poſſible the words aſſented to 
my be underſtood conſiſtently both with 
he Scripture and with "Themſelves compa- _ 
ed together; Whether, I ſay, This way 
df Aſſenting, how much ſoever it may 
oſibly tend to a fort of Peace, can in any 
Sie tend to the promoting of Tre Religi- 

hn, 1 ſhall not here take upon me to de- 
ermine. „5 


Chr. 
ſugge 
ſo mu 
it brei 
of | 4 
OM 9. 
fully 
Em 
Cone! 
0 0 
5 þ 
gue 0 


y A 


my þ 
declar 


As to the Difficulty you are afraid there pag. 52. 
may be in Diſpaſſeſſing me of my Prefer- _ 
ment; How This tends to ſhow the Reader 

my Weakneſs in MY Argument, | under- 

land not: But J am very ſorry to fee, 

[for your ſake, much more than for mx 
,) that a Man of your Abilities ſhould | 


hus declare, wherein (he thinks) conſiſts 


ma OS . 
4 1 he chief Strength of HIS. In This mat- 
8 N, Sir, vo. know not what Spirit you are 
>ht zl N God be thanked, the Proteſtant Reli 
zht 1 


pion has not yet renounced the EHential 
Principle upon which it is built, For, 
"+2 „„ 


alle 
le m 


- 


TM _ 35 
were any whole Church, of That Spin 
which the Conſequences of your preſen 
Arguing lead to, (I hope it is not you 
| ſettled and calm Opinion ;) I aſſure you 
it would be no Difficulty at all, to pr. 
vent Me from being a Member of ſuch! 

Church, | 9 5 


I ſhall conclude the Whole, with ſetting 

before you, as in a Glaſs, a lively and exal 
Picture of the drfferent Spirits of Men, i 
the Words of 2 Perſon as heartily Zealoy 
for the Authority and Traditions of th 
Church, as any Learned PROTESTAN 
in Chriſtendom. It is the ingenious Robe 

Nelſon Fiſq; in his Life of the Right Re 
verend Biſhop Bull; ſpeaking concernin 
the Biſhops Explication of the Doctrin 
of Fuſtiſication, which is Now as ul 
verſally received and followed, as it ws 
Then contrary to the general Opinion d 
Divines. 8 


Wo 


Vor (ys Mr Nelſon,) ar the Method 
of our Author | Biſhop Bull] was always 
co ſeek Truth at the Fountain-head; What- 


Spirit 
reſent 
: vou 


- JM | 
o pre ever Reſpect be might have for our Firſt 
ſuch (iWReformers, and ſome other great Divines 


oh Foreigners and Natives, he could by 
ho means take up with their AUT H O- 
WITT, though never ſo pompouſly ſet 

bf; but was for going direciiy ts the 
ſettinWery Originals themſelves —— Accordingly 
eve berakes himſelf, in the very firſt place, 
en, H the Holy Scriptures and here he pru- - 
JcalowWcntly beginneth with that which is obvi- 
of thus and plain, rather than with that which 
TANK: 1mbignous and 0bſcure. Mr Nelſon's Life 


RobeWpt Bp Bull, pag. 104. : 
ht Re 


] 


| Notwithſtanding all which caution of his | 


ernie the treating of this Point, that had been 
odrinMendred ſo abſtruſe, more by the laborious 
s unWiſptations of Divines, than by the Nature 
it wil the Thing itſelf, or of the Revelation 


oncerning it; there was preſently no ſmall 
llarm, both in the Church and out of it, 
Pom Mr Bull's performance; as if the 
Uhurch of England, and the whole Prote- 
Tant Religion, were by it in dunger. For, 
ps departing herein from the private Opi- 
Hons of ſome Doctors of our Church, tho? 
n Obedience to her Rule, was by ſee- 
al interpreted for no leſs than a depart- 
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(73). 

ing from the Faith = her delivered. Pa 
There aroſe in che Church no ſmall 00 
tention, whether this Interpretation of Seri 
ture Toere con ormable to the Articles | 
Religion, and the Homily of  Fuſtificati 
therein referred to. Some maintained 
that it was ; ſome doubted about it; an 
others downright dented it, and condenin 
it as Heretical. There was many @ bar 
Cenſure paſſed upon the Book and the 4 
thor, for ſome time; Which is not to 
 wondved at. pag. 98. 
Some igbtily triumphed over him Yo 
not attending enough to the Doctrine of li 
on Church. pag. 225. 

Others, as if he were not only to be li 


for an Heretic| by the Church, but even f 


an Hereſiarch too. pag. 211. 
That M. Bull's explication of the I, 
frine of Juſtification, was properly Her 


cal; as being contrary, im a fundament 


point, to the Teſtimony of Scripture, 
againſt the Opinion of the Catholick 
thers, the judgment of the Church of E 
land, and the determinations of all che 
reign Reformed Churches. pag. 214. 
Some /tirred up ſeveral of the Biſhops: 


to make Uſe of their Apoſtalical Author 
in thundring ou their Anathema's az 
tbe Dottrines bere maintained, as pernic i 


"0 1 


EIN) 
pas aud heretical, and contrary to the Decsess 

| of che Church of England, and of all other 
Reformed Churches. Theſe were quickly 
ſeconded in This by ſome Others, partly 
| known, and partly unknown ;, of whom Some 
that underſtood but little of the matter, 
were, as it often happens, the hotteſt of all 
againſt him, and were for puſping things 
to the utmoſt extremity: But moderate Coun- 
ſels prevailed for the moſt part; and the 
Governours of the Church were ſo wiſe, as 
not to intermeddle further in this affair, 
ban to keep the Peace of the Church commit- 
HF ——"WMred to them. pag. 101. 

Some there were, more violent than the 
reſt; of whom He complaineth, that they 


[I con 
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be 10 brade very Tragical Outcries againſt him, as 
ven || f by ſuch an Hypotheſrs as This, &« the 


i: 79s Syſtem of Orthodox Divinity ſhould 

* be ſhaken, yea broken to pieces and ut-. 
* terly deſtrozed ; and that the very Foun- 
* dations both of Law and Goſpel Tere 


hereby at once undermined and overturn- 


* ed. pag. 166. 


| / be Some there were more wiſe and learned 
ban the reſt, who yet approved it not, that 
Le bey might not appear guilty of” Innovating, 
PS "Ws they called ir. And it could not be di- 
Autloh eſted by them, — —becauſe the Prejudices 
" 20 Wpoich great many worthy perſons among 


hernicl 


10 


5 bad ſucked in from the narrow Syſtems 
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: (80) 
of modern Divinity or otherwiſe, er 
zoo ſtrong for them entirely to overcom 
even with the Help of the cleareſt Light 
% oe 0 2 

Some were among the moſt Sealow 1 
oppoſe, by their rigid adherence to ca 
tain Tenets by them formerly imbibed, an 
ro ſome Scholaſtick Terms unſupported eithy 
by Scripture or Antiquity. pag. 102 = 

There could have been no difficulty con 
cerning—— ; bad either the © ſtate of th 
controverſy in the Apoſtles days been at: 
tended to as it ought, or perſons had nt 
come with their modern Opinions and Pr. 
qudices to read the Apoſtolical Epiſtles ; nt 
fo much, very often, to learn what is th 
Truth, as to eftabliſh themſelves thereby i 
what they are already, by the Tradition of i 
Sect, prepoſſeſjed with to Fe the Truth 

pag. 123, 3 . 1 
Some, not allowing themſelves time ti 
think ſedately, or even to examine ſuffi 
ently the ſenſe of an Author who pleaſe 
them not; being fired with à Zeal fi 
what they took for Truth, from the g 

ems Tehich they had greedily ſucked in # 
Authentick Explications of the Goſpel ; in 
_ tirely loft themſelves thereby, and expoſed 
the very cauſe they undertook to defend 
pag. 146. 5 


- They 


They ſer themſelves ro defend their 
own Scheme, as the only Orthodox one ;, think- = 
ing that M., Bull would make an intolerable 
Change in the very Subſtance of the Body of 
Divinity. Page 172. Y 
But He j viz. MF Bull] affirms it to be 
noft unreaſonable and againſt the Princi- 
pls of the Church of England, to prefer 
i 2 22 of = 1 Doctor 5 
y co Doctors whatſoever, before a Truth ground- 
of th ed upon Scripture, with the unanimous 
n a conſent of the Catholick Church. pag. 
ad na 235. „„ 8 1 
1 P 7:t with much Ingeniiity He confeſſes 
„ u het © matters were come to that paſs, 
« that it was hardly ſafe for any One 
* to interpret either the Articles of our 
* Church, or even the Holy Scriptures 
. themſelves, otherwiſe than according to 
the Standard of Calvins Inſtitutions ; 
* Whoſe Errour therefore, (ſaith he,) ought 


im ti 
ſuffici I not ſo much to be imprited 2 Them, 
pleaſel a as to the Age wherein they lived Since 
al fi * almoſt in every Age, as One has well 
he Y ſerved, there is as it were 4 certain 
in aſs Torrent of opinions proper to it, againſt 
I; M which whoſoever ſhall go to oppoſe him 
-xpoſed 8 ſelf, he ſhall certainly either be carried 
defend, away with the Violence thereof, or be 
; quite overwhelmed”, This is an Ob- 
ſervation that is very juſt :—— Nay, did 
Z T1 hmw 
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what was called Orthodox 


Times and according to ſuch Pr 


JT know a better Excuſe 
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learned Men who were 
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BOOKS Written by the Reverend Dr 
Clare; And Printed for James 
| MKnapton, at the Crown in St Paul's 
pay Church-Lard. #4 


Diſcourſe concerning the Being and Attributes of 
| A God, the Obligations of Natural Religion, and : 
| the Truth and Cerrainty of the Chriſtian Revelation. 
In Anſwer ro Mr. Hobbs, Spinoza, tne Author of the 
| pracles of Reaſon, and other Deniers of Natural and 
Revealed Religion. Being fixteen Sermons preach'd 
zt the Carhedral-Church of St, Paul, in che Years * 
1704, and 1705. at the Lecture founded by the ; 
— — | jonouvrable Robert Boyle Eſq; pr. 6. - 
| A Paraphraſe on the Four Evangeliſts.  Wherein, 
for the clearer Underſtanding the Sacred Hiſtory, 
the whole Text and Paraphraſe are printed in ſepa- 
| rate Columns over againſt each otter, Together wich 
| critical Notes on the more difficult Paſiages. Very 
uſeſul for Families. In two Volumes 80. pr. 125. 
Three Pra&ica! Eſſays on Bapriſm, Confirmation, 
and Repenrance : Containing full Inſtructions for a 
| holy Life, with earneſt Exhortations, eſpecially to 
young Perſons, drawn from the Conſideration of the _ 
Severiry of rhe Diſcipline of che Primitive Church, 
The third Edition. This new Edition makes 11 
| Sheets in Twelves, on good Paper, and a fair TI erter, 
pr. 15. and for the Eucouragement of the Charitable, 
112 for ,n, 
A Letter ro Mr. Dodwell ; Wherein all the Argu- 
ments in his Fpiflolary Diſcourſe againſt the Immorra- 
liry of the Soul, are particularly anſwered, and the 
judgment of the Fathers concerning that matter truly 
repreſented. Together with Four Letters in Anſwer 
to the Author cf Remarks on the Letter to My 
Dodwel. To which is added, Some Reflex ions 
on that part of a. Book called Amyntor, or, The 
Detenve of Milton's Life, which relates to the Wri- 
tgs of the Primitive Fathers, and che Canon of 
ine New Teſtamenc, price 35. N | 
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beſore the Queen ar Sc. Fames's 


boots Printed for Fer Kya me! 


| The great Duty of univerſal. Love and C harity. 4 


% 8 preached W the Queen, at St. J 


Chapel, pr. 6 d. „ 
1 Sermon preach'd ar he Lady ches Funeral, 


14. 
A Sermon preach'd before the Houſe of Cob mont 
* | 
N A Sermon preach d before the- Quiet on the ec 
of March, 1709-10. pr. AG | 
A Sermon preach'ꝗ at St. James's church en gh 
Thankſgiving k Day, Nov. 7th, 1710. pr., 3d. 
The Government of Paſſion. & Sermon preachii] 
hapel. pr. 3 d. 


Jacobi Rohaulti bey ca. Latine vertit, recenſu 
&. uberioribus am Annorationſbus ex illaſtriſſin 


Tadel Neutani Philoſophia maximam partem auff, 


amplificavit & orgavit S, Clarke. Accedunt etiam W 
hac tertia Editionę, vor aliquot De 4 ri. inciſe; 
& Annotationes multum fut autz, 8v0. Price 98. 


., Nentoni Optice. Larine reddidit S. Clarks 


S. T. p. 
The Scripture-Daftrine of the Trinity. In The 
Parts, Wherein all the Texts in the New Teſtament 


felating to that Doctrine, and the principal Ae 


in the Liturgy of the Church of England, are — 00 
compared, and Cm 22 od .. +. 


The oi the Clergy of the -briſtian church] 
Ot, A Diſcourſe ſhewing, that has given and 
appropriared to the Clerzy, Authority ro Ordailh 
Baptize, preach, preſide in Church-Prayer, and Col 
ſecrate the Lord's Supper. Wherein alſo che 1. 
tended Divine Right of che Layety to Elect. eich 


the Perſons to be Ordained, or their own parriculif 


Paſtors, is Examined and Diſproved. By Thomal 
Bennet, N. A, Rector of St. James's in car 
Pr. 55. 

A Paraphraſe and Annotations on the Book # 


* 


| Common- prayer, 8 vo. pr. 47. I 
A Letter to Mr. Benjamin Robinſon, on his Revi 
of Liturg ies and their Impoſition. pr. 28. 6. * 
A Second Letter to Mr. 5 15. 


